
Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"timdunn@optonline.net" <timdunn@optonline.net>

From: "timdunn@optonline.net" <timdunn@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:43:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "skayyoung@mac.com" <skayyoung@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:42:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "adriano.janezic@gmail.com" <adriano.janezic@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:41:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sengesr@gmail.com" <sengesr@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:42:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "nhansenc@gmail.com" <nhansenc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:41:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nathalie Hansen nhansenc@gmail.com GA
US
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"mady-b25@hotmail.com" <mady-b25@hotmail.com>

From: "mady-b25@hotmail.com" <mady-b25@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:41:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Madelyn B mady-b25@hotmail.com US
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"teresab@midoprinting.com" <teresab@midoprinting.com>

From: "teresab@midoprinting.com" <teresab@midoprinting.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:42:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, TERESA BENSON
teresab@midoprinting.com US
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"sdonnelly83@hotmail.com" <sdonnelly83@hotmail.com>

From: "sdonnelly83@hotmail.com" <sdonnelly83@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:42:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Suzanne Corwin sdonnelly83@hotmail.com
US
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"blackcircleboys1@gmail.com" <blackcircleboys1@gmail.com>

From: "blackcircleboys1@gmail.com" <blackcircleboys1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:41:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, SHAYNA CARVER
blackcircleboys1@gmail.com US
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"marianojohn0@gmail.com" <marianojohn0@gmail.com>

From: "marianojohn0@gmail.com" <marianojohn0@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:41:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Mariano marianojohn0@gmail.com US
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"bi670@scn.org" <bi670@scn.org>

From: "bi670@scn.org" <bi670@scn.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:41:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kevin Orme bi670@scn.org US
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"yeager4810@comcast.net" <yeager4810@comcast.net>

From: "yeager4810@comcast.net" <yeager4810@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Yeager yeager4810@comcast.net US
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"jessicajahairadefaz@gmail.com" <jessicajahairadefaz@gmail.com>

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

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "enorthrider@gmail.com" <enorthrider@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:41:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jooodmo@comcast.net" <jooodmo@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith Moresco jooodmo@comcast.net NJ
US
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"hlb9@outlook.com" <hlb9@outlook.com>

From: "hlb9@outlook.com" <hlb9@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Henning Bauer hlb9@outlook.com US
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"brenda.kwon@gmail.com" <brenda.kwon@gmail.com>

From: "brenda.kwon@gmail.com" <brenda.kwon@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:42:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brenda Kwon brenda.kwon@gmail.com US
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"wd2ppr@gmail.com" <wd2ppr@gmail.com>

From: "wd2ppr@gmail.com" <wd2ppr@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:42:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karola Luttringjaus wd2ppr@gmail.com US
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"jennifurseal@gmail.com" <jennifurseal@gmail.com>

From: "jennifurseal@gmail.com" <jennifurseal@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:41:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Pittman jennifurseal@gmail.com US
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"cgprint4u@gmail.com" <cgprint4u@gmail.com>

From: "cgprint4u@gmail.com" <cgprint4u@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:42:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Oracio Casillas cgprint4u@gmail.com US
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"brownblobby@outlook.com" <brownblobby@outlook.com>

From: "brownblobby@outlook.com" <brownblobby@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:42:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Brown brownblobby@outlook.com US
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"jeansommer123@gmail.com" <jeansommer123@gmail.com>

From: "jeansommer123@gmail.com" <jeansommer123@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:41:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jean Sommer jeansommer123@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"paulapurviance@gmail.com" <paulapurviance@gmail.com>

From: "paulapurviance@gmail.com" <paulapurviance@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:41:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Purviance paulapurviance@gmail.com
US
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"nickpags23@gmail.com" <nickpags23@gmail.com>

From: "nickpags23@gmail.com" <nickpags23@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicholas Paganelli nickpags23@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"theresa15321@gmail.com" <theresa15321@gmail.com>

From: "theresa15321@gmail.com" <theresa15321@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Timothy Sullivan theresa15321@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"taykeanu1112@gmail.com" <taykeanu1112@gmail.com>

From: "taykeanu1112@gmail.com" <taykeanu1112@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lyssa Twomey taykeanu1112@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"crystal.todd92@gmail.com" <crystal.todd92@gmail.com>

From: "crystal.todd92@gmail.com" <crystal.todd92@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Crystal Todd crystal.todd92@gmail.com US
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"dbeahou@gmail.com" <dbeahou@gmail.com>

From: "dbeahou@gmail.com" <dbeahou@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "iffypie@gmail.com" <iffypie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: iffypie@gmail.com

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

From: "lesselsb@gmail.com" <lesselsb@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "anisakureishi@gmail.com" <anisakureishi@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cj.taylor@live.com" <cj.taylor@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
Trophy hunting is a waste. The very wealthy killing the endangered species of the world. I am
responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in
the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Taylor cj.taylor@live.com US
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"merlin651@msn.com" <merlin651@msn.com>

From: "merlin651@msn.com" <merlin651@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Soud merlin651@msn.com US
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"jrthoman1410@gmail.com" <jrthoman1410@gmail.com>

From: "jrthoman1410@gmail.com" <jrthoman1410@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Thoman jrthoman1410@gmail.com
US
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"robfenfro@comcast.net" <robfenfro@comcast.net>

From: "robfenfro@comcast.net" <robfenfro@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"whitfam4@comcast.net" <whitfam4@comcast.net>

From: "whitfam4@comcast.net" <whitfam4@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, robert whitaker whitfam4@comcast.net US
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"flamingstar54@gmail.com" <flamingstar54@gmail.com>

From: "flamingstar54@gmail.com" <flamingstar54@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brenda Brock flamingstar54@gmail.com GA
US
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"bonphonsouk@gmail.com" <bonphonsouk@gmail.com>

From: "bonphonsouk@gmail.com" <bonphonsouk@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kimdagostino@gmail.com" <kimdagostino@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "hlbrennan@gmail.com" <hlbrennan@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "elvi@elvidesign.com" <elvi@elvidesign.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"reneruston@me.com" <reneruston@me.com>

From: "reneruston@me.com" <reneruston@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "teja.thorat@gmail.com" <teja.thorat@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "a.m.jackson@comcast.net" <a.m.jackson@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "pamnote@gmail.com" <pamnote@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "hamburgerwillies@gmail.com" <hamburgerwillies@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "nkurnath@att.net" <nkurnath@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kriswheels@gmail.com" <kriswheels@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "pinkroom@nyc.rr.com" <pinkroom@nyc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Barton King pinkroom@nyc.rr.com US
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"cats4sooz@gmail.com" <cats4sooz@gmail.com>

From: "cats4sooz@gmail.com" <cats4sooz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan West cats4sooz@gmail.com US
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"natashapn@cox.net" <natashapn@cox.net>

From: "natashapn@cox.net" <natashapn@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "annhollowell@gmail.com" <annhollowell@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jenn@tokitradingltd.com" <jenn@tokitradingltd.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:38:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "galesasson@gmail.com" <galesasson@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gale Sasson galesasson@gmail.com US
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"carolemc117@gmail.com" <carolemc117@gmail.com>

From: "carolemc117@gmail.com" <carolemc117@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carole Mcpherson carolemc117@gmail.com
US
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"kristin.stiff@gmail.com" <kristin.stiff@gmail.com>

From: "kristin.stiff@gmail.com" <kristin.stiff@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kathy@bongiovi.com" <kathy@bongiovi.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:38:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jdurboraw@mchsi.com" <jdurboraw@mchsi.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:38:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary ann Durboraw jdurboraw@mchsi.com
US
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"wakanda030@charter.net" <wakanda030@charter.net>

From: "wakanda030@charter.net" <wakanda030@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Alexander
wakanda030@charter.net US
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"bengrimm84@hotmail.com" <bengrimm84@hotmail.com>

From: "bengrimm84@hotmail.com" <bengrimm84@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eric Jacobs bengrimm84@hotmail.com US
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"cpretc@comcast.net" <cpretc@comcast.net>

From: "cpretc@comcast.net" <cpretc@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:38:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, carole gathman cpretc@comcast.net US
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"sorazi3@comcast.net" <sorazi3@comcast.net>

From: "sorazi3@comcast.net" <sorazi3@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:38:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Anderson sorazi3@comcast.net US
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"dcf.pierce@gmail.com" <dcf.pierce@gmail.com>

From: "dcf.pierce@gmail.com" <dcf.pierce@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:38:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Pierce dcf.pierce@gmail.com IA US
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"jtm6747@gmail.com" <jtm6747@gmail.com>

From: "jtm6747@gmail.com" <jtm6747@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:38:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jerome Mcnerney jtm6747@gmail.com NY
US
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"patnelsonpa@gmail.com" <patnelsonpa@gmail.com>

From: "patnelsonpa@gmail.com" <patnelsonpa@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:38:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "windowsillcactus@gmail.com" <windowsillcactus@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:38:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "joodmo@comcast.net" <joodmo@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:38:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "superlrb@hotmail.com" <superlrb@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:38:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bjeanette@optonline.net" <bjeanette@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:38:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "monaskonfarm@outlook.com" <monaskonfarm@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:38:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "evilaydenn@gmail.com" <evilaydenn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:38:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tessa Ryckman evilaydenn@gmail.com US
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"phischy2501@gmail.com" <phischy2501@gmail.com>

From: "phischy2501@gmail.com" <phischy2501@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:38:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Friend of the Animals
phischy2501@gmail.com US
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"p.a.s.education@gmail.com" <p.a.s.education@gmail.com>

From: "p.a.s.education@gmail.com" <p.a.s.education@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:38:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Forst p.a.s.education@gmail.com US
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"hickitty2@gmail.com" <hickitty2@gmail.com>

From: "hickitty2@gmail.com" <hickitty2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:38:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Balch hickitty2@gmail.com US
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"mlbenhardt25@gmail.com" <mlbenhardt25@gmail.com>

From: "mlbenhardt25@gmail.com" <mlbenhardt25@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:37:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Megan Benhardt mlbenhardt25@gmail.com
MA US
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"pat1283@comcast.net" <pat1283@comcast.net>

From: "pat1283@comcast.net" <pat1283@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:37:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Bosworth pat1283@comcast.net US
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"artisan@frontiernet.net" <artisan@frontiernet.net>

From: "artisan@frontiernet.net" <artisan@frontiernet.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:37:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"scfaunce@icloud.com" <scfaunce@icloud.com>

From: "scfaunce@icloud.com" <scfaunce@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:36:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "fcdecs@msn.com" <fcdecs@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:37:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "moose@hot.rr.com" <moose@hot.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:37:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mmenard@houseofbrokers.com"
<mmenard@houseofbrokers.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:37:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jzentarski@msn.com" <jzentarski@msn.com>

From: "jzentarski@msn.com" <jzentarski@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:37:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"gloriaallvin@gmail.com" <gloriaallvin@gmail.com>

From: "gloriaallvin@gmail.com" <gloriaallvin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:37:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gloria Allvin gloriaallvin@gmail.com US
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"arlene821@gmail.com" <arlene821@gmail.com>

From: "arlene821@gmail.com" <arlene821@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:37:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Arlene Harris arlene821@gmail.com US
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"barbschuler1@gmail.com" <barbschuler1@gmail.com>

From: "barbschuler1@gmail.com" <barbschuler1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:37:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Schuler barbschuler1@gmail.com
US
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"mccuen7691@comcast.net" <mccuen7691@comcast.net>

From: "mccuen7691@comcast.net" <mccuen7691@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:37:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gary McCuen mccuen7691@comcast.net
OR US
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"robertstark8910@gmail.com" <robertstark8910@gmail.com>

From: "robertstark8910@gmail.com" <robertstark8910@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:37:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Stark robertstark8910@gmail.com US
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"lpolinski@icloud.com" <lpolinski@icloud.com>

From: "lpolinski@icloud.com" <lpolinski@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:37:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Polinski lpolinski@icloud.com PA US
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"michaelmcgrath1965@outlook.com" <michaelmcgrath1965@outlook.com>

From: "michaelmcgrath1965@outlook.com"
<michaelmcgrath1965@outlook.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael McGrath
michaelmcgrath1965@outlook.com US
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"jan.tully11@gmail.com" <jan.tully11@gmail.com>

From: "jan.tully11@gmail.com" <jan.tully11@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:36:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than9 good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion
by the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted
by conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. The above suggested requests seem very
reasonable and will control, if enforced as written above, the extinction of whole species of
animals. Your versions in these bills fall far short of what is right and just. That, for our
government, should always be its goal! We humans have absolutely no right to determine which
species die out--our right is to protect them as best we can: such as preventing uncontrolled
hunting and trophy hunting, or killing to sell parts of animals to unlawful "dealers" and crimnal
groups. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these
adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jan Tully jan.tully11@gmail.com OR US
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"judacia1978@gmail.com" <judacia1978@gmail.com>

From: "judacia1978@gmail.com" <judacia1978@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:36:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sara Bakker judacia1978@gmail.com US
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"dmotte@wi.rr.com" <dmotte@wi.rr.com>

From: "dmotte@wi.rr.com" <dmotte@wi.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:36:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lindaprandi@comcast.net" <lindaprandi@comcast.net>

From: "lindaprandi@comcast.net" <lindaprandi@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:36:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "marilynmatesich@hotmail.com" <marilynmatesich@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:35:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marilyn Patterson
marilynmatesich@hotmail.com US
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"cizek5901@msn.com" <cizek5901@msn.com>

From: "cizek5901@msn.com" <cizek5901@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:36:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Siri Datar Cizek cizek5901@msn.com US
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"xxxxbigt2680@gmail.com" <xxxxbigt2680@gmail.com>

From: "xxxxbigt2680@gmail.com" <xxxxbigt2680@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:36:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Kalfsbeek xxxxbigt2680@gmail.com
NV US
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"laney1955@hotmail.com" <laney1955@hotmail.com>

From: "laney1955@hotmail.com" <laney1955@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:35:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elaine Hall laney1955@hotmail.com US
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"lockelaptop@gmail.com" <lockelaptop@gmail.com>

From: "lockelaptop@gmail.com" <lockelaptop@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:35:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Locke lockelaptop@gmail.com US
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"susie6840@gmail.com" <susie6840@gmail.com>

From: "susie6840@gmail.com" <susie6840@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:36:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susie Garlick RN susie6840@gmail.com US
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"shekaiba.saidy@gmail.com" <shekaiba.saidy@gmail.com>

From: "shekaiba.saidy@gmail.com" <shekaiba.saidy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:36:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ylwlab@att.net" <ylwlab@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:36:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "maryellenanddennis@icloud.com"
<maryellenanddennis@icloud.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:36:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "posterpage@comcast.net" <posterpage@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:35:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mspauld@american.edu" <mspauld@american.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:35:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"rsgiunta2@verizon.net" <rsgiunta2@verizon.net>

From: "rsgiunta2@verizon.net" <rsgiunta2@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:35:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Giunta rsgiunta2@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"asimle@gmail.com" <asimle@gmail.com>

From: "asimle@gmail.com" <asimle@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:35:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"anne@cocklinsdigital.com" <anne@cocklinsdigital.com>

From: "anne@cocklinsdigital.com" <anne@cocklinsdigital.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:35:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lhaage@hotmail.com" <lhaage@hotmail.com>

From: "lhaage@hotmail.com" <lhaage@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:35:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"snoopykew@gmail.com" <snoopykew@gmail.com>

From: "snoopykew@gmail.com" <snoopykew@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:35:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"conrad653@msn.com" <conrad653@msn.com>

From: "conrad653@msn.com" <conrad653@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:35:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Valerie Conrad conrad653@msn.com US
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"yolandatamesdesoto@gmail.com" <yolandatamesdesoto@gmail.com>

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

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:35:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Yolanda Soto
yolandatamesdesoto@gmail.com US
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"wemiller1959@gmail.com" <wemiller1959@gmail.com>

From: "wemiller1959@gmail.com" <wemiller1959@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:35:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wendy Miller wemiller1959@gmail.com US
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"kat.balas@gmail.com" <kat.balas@gmail.com>

From: "kat.balas@gmail.com" <kat.balas@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:35:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"juliahelenrice@gmail.com" <juliahelenrice@gmail.com>

From: "juliahelenrice@gmail.com" <juliahelenrice@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:34:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jodierust@msn.com" <jodierust@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:34:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"dsavige@verizon.net" <dsavige@verizon.net>

From: "dsavige@verizon.net" <dsavige@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:35:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"nancyjlumos@gmail.com" <nancyjlumos@gmail.com>

From: "nancyjlumos@gmail.com" <nancyjlumos@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:34:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"atrdoc17@comcast.net" <atrdoc17@comcast.net>

From: "atrdoc17@comcast.net" <atrdoc17@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:34:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Stresewski atrdoc17@comcast.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"roadster@frontiernet.net" <roadster@frontiernet.net>

From: "roadster@frontiernet.net" <roadster@frontiernet.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:35:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"webster-rm@msn.com" <webster-rm@msn.com>

From: "webster-rm@msn.com" <webster-rm@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:34:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"missy.mccarter@gmail.com" <missy.mccarter@gmail.com>

From: "missy.mccarter@gmail.com" <missy.mccarter@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:34:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Missy Mccarter missy.mccarter@gmail.com
US
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"teresaboggs00@gmail.com" <teresaboggs00@gmail.com>

From: "teresaboggs00@gmail.com" <teresaboggs00@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:34:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Boggs teresaboggs00@gmail.com
US
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Mr. Joshua Winchell  

Council Designated Federal Officer  

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service  

5275 Leesburg Pike  

Falls Church, VA 22041-3803  

joshua_winchell@fws.gov    

 

Mr. Timothy Van Norman  

Chief, Branch of Permits  

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service   

5275 Leesburg Pike  

Falls Church, VA 22041   

  

Re: Comments Opposing the Establishment of an International Wildlife Conservation 

Council (Docket No. FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118)  

  

Dear Mr. Winchell and Chief Van Norman,  

As an international animal welfare organization with offices in 12 countries – including one in 

Boston, MA – FOUR PAWS International is writing to express our strong opposition to the 

creation of the U.S. Department of the Interior (DOI) International Wildlife Conservation 

Council.  

The establishment of a council focused solely on promoting trophy hunting as a conservation 

tool ignores the complexity of wildlife conservation. This singular focus on such a controversial 

and often poorly-managed activity creates a one-sided perspective that lacks critical input from 

the scientific and economics communities, while also hurting conservation efforts that truly 

improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, and/or benefit the communities that 

live in and around wildlife habitats.  

First, in terms of regulation, this new council would be under the authority of the Secretary and 

regulated by the Federal Advisory Committee Act (FACA). FACA requires that “new advisory 

committees should be established only when they are determined to be essential and their 

number should be kept to the minimum necessary.” This new council violates those terms as it is 

not essential and, in fact, duplicative of an already existing pro-hunting council – called the 

Wildlife and Hunting Heritage Conservation Council, which has a very broad mandate and can 

in theory carry out all the tasks this new council would be charged with. 

Second, FACA requires that establishment of such a council be in the “public interest.” In the 

past, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has acknowledged that poorly managed trophy 

hunting can undermine conservation efforts. Cases of this have been seen with both the African 

lion and African elephant, among other endangered and threatened species. Given the various 

trophy hunting restrictions and bans (of lion hunting at various times throughout the past several 

decades in Zimbabwe, Zambia, and elsewhere; restrictions on imports of elephant trophies from 

Zimbabwe and Tanzania into the U.S.; bans on trophy hunting in Kenya and Botswana; 

mailto:joshua_winchell@fws.gov
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restrictions on leopard trophy imports from South Africa) there is clear evidence that trophy 

hunting can be devastating to wildlife and therefore is not in the public interest. 

Furthermore, the proposed 18-person Council would meet twice a year in DC with “travel 

expenses, including per diem” for all pro-trophy hunting members covered by U.S. taxpayer 

dollars. Provided that 86% of Americans oppose hunting big game and 56% oppose hunting 

animals for sport altogether, this is hardly in the public interest to pay for this Council. 

Finally, there is also an issue regarding the scope of the work of this Council. A lot of the work 

that is described as an example of what the Council is responsible for is actually the statutory 

responsibility of the FWS and it cannot delegate this to such an informal Council. This goes far 

beyond the purely “advisory” role any Council must have. 

For years, FOUR PAWS has been fighting a particularly gruesome form of trophy hunting called 

canned hunting, where an estimated 6,000 to 9,000 African lions are born and raised on over 200 

breeding farms across South Africa. These lions are bred and raised expressly for the bullet, 

eventually being set loose in a small and confined area to be shot by a paying hunter. Proper 

restrictions against this harmful practice occurred last year, when FWS banned the imports of 

lion trophies from South Africa’s captive-bred lion populations, finding no conservation benefit 

to the practice.  

Ironically, supporters of the canned hunting industry, along with most trophy hunters, proclaim 

that their actives support conservation. However, there is no legitimate evidence that any trophy 

hunting dollars trickle down past corrupt governments to viable conservation efforts on the 

ground. In many cases, the laws, institutions, and capacity necessary to make trophy hunting 

benefit conservation are simply lacking. Instead, studies have shown that the amount of money 

generated by big game hunting pales in comparison to the amount of money brought into 

countries through tourism and wildlife watching. That is to say, local economies can gain more 

revenue from a wild animal alive and living in their natural habitat – available to be viewed and 

photographed by tourists repeatedly – than of one shot dead once. 

In the end, the U.S. government should focus on improving habitat conservation, preventing 

poaching, and reducing human-wildlife conflict for endangered species – not promoting a highly 

offensive practice supported by only a minority of Americans and the firearms and ammunition 

industry, which has no place in the discussion for conserving international species.  

FOUR PAWS urges the DOI to withdrawal the proposal to establish this detrimental Council that 

lacks the necessary public interest, proper scientific input, and holistic, sustainable approach to 

species protection that is needed to truly preserve and protect the world’s wildlife.  

Sincerely, 

Melanie Lary 

Research and Campaigns Officer 
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About FOUR PAWS 

FOUR PAWS is an international animal welfare organization with headquarters in Vienna, Austria and 

U.S. headquarters in Boston, Massachusetts. Founded in 1988, the organization strives to help animals in 

need with sustainable campaigns and projects. The work is based on substantiated research and scientific 

expertise as well as intensive national and international lobbying. FOUR PAWS focuses on animals that 

are directly under human influence: stray dogs and stray cats, farm animals, companion animals, and wild 

animals including bears, big cats and orangutans kept in inappropriate conditions. With animal sanctuaries 

in Europe, the Middle East, and South Africa, FOUR PAWS has years of expertise concerning the rescue, 

rehabilitation, and sanctuary care of big cats and bears rescued from private keeping, circuses, zoos, and 

canned hunting facilities. With offices in Austria, Australia, Belgium, Bulgaria, Germany, Hungary, 

Netherlands, Romania, South Africa, Switzerland, United Kingdom and USA, FOUR PAWS aims to help 

animals in need directly and quickly. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

50 CFR Part 17 

[Docket No. FWS–R9–ES–2012–0025; 450 
003 0115] 

RIN 1018–BA29 

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Listing Two Lion 
Subspecies 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (Service), determine 
endangered status for the lion 
subspecies Panthera leo leo and 
threatened status for P. l. melanochaita 
under the Endangered Species Act of 
1973, as amended (Act). We are also 
publishing a concurrent rule under 
section 4(d) of the Act. This rule 
provides for conservation measures for 
P. l. melanochaita. 
DATES: This rule is effective January 22, 
2016. 
ADDRESSES: This final rule is available 
on the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov and comments and 
materials received, as well as supporting 
documentation used in the preparation 
of this rule, will be available for public 
inspection, by appointment, during 
normal business hours at: U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service; 5275 Leesburg Pike; 
Falls Church, VA 22041. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Branch of Foreign Species, Ecological 
Services, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
MS: ES, 5275 Leesburg Pike, Falls 
Church, VA 22041–3803; telephone, 
703–358–2171; facsimile, 703–358– 
1735. If you use a telecommunications 
device for the deaf (TDD), call the 
Federal Information Relay Service 
(FIRS) at 800–877–8339. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Executive Summary 

I. Purpose of the Regulatory Action 

We are listing two subspecies of lion, 
Panthera leo leo and P. l. melanochaita, 
under the Endangered Species Act of 
1973, as amended (Act). We are listing 
the P. l. leo subspecies as an endangered 
species and the P. l. melanochaita 
subspecies as a threatened species 
under the Act. We are also finalizing a 
rule under section 4(d) of the Act that 
will provide for conservation measures 
for P. l. melanochaita. 

II. Major Provision of the Regulatory 
Action 

This action revises the taxonomic 
classification of the Asiatic lion 
(currently classified as P. l. persica and 
listed as an endangered species under 
the Act) to P. l. leo based on a 
taxonomic change. The P. l. leo 
subspecies will be listed as an 
endangered species and the P. l. 
melanochaita subspecies will be listed 
as a threatened species in the List of 
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife in 
title 50 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR) at 50 CFR 17.11(h). 
This action will also add a rule under 
section 4(d) of the Act for P. l. 
melanochaita which is set forth at 50 
CFR 17.40(r). 

Background 
The Endangered Species Act of 1973, 

as amended (Act) (16 U.S.C. 1531 et 
seq.), is a law that was passed to prevent 
extinction of species by providing 
measures to help alleviate the loss of 
species and their habitats. Before a plant 
or animal species can receive the 
protection provided by the Act, it must 
first be added to the Federal List of 
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife or 
the Federal List of Endangered and 
Threatened Plants in part 17 of title 50 
of the Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR). Section 4 of the Act and its 
implementing regulations at 50 CFR part 
424 set forth the procedures for adding 
species to these lists. 

Previous Federal Actions 
In a final rule published in the 

Federal Register on June 2, 1970 (35 FR 
8491), the Asiatic lion (currently listed 
under the Act as Panthera leo persica) 
was listed under the Act’s precursor, the 
Endangered Species Conservation Act of 
1969, as an endangered species and has 
remained listed as an endangered 
species under the Act. 

On March 1, 2011, we received a 
petition dated the same day from the 
International Fund for Animal Welfare, 
the Humane Society of the United 
States, Humane Society International, 
the Born Free Foundation/Born Free 
USA, Defenders of Wildlife, and the 
Fund for Animals requesting that the 
African lion subspecies be listed as 
endangered under the Act. The petition 
identified itself as such and included 
the information as required by 50 CFR 
424.14(a). On November 27, 2012, we 
published a ‘‘positive’’ 90-day finding 
(77 FR 70727) indicating that we would 
initiate a status review of the African 
lion. 

On October 29, 2014 (79 FR 64472) 
we published in the Federal Register a 

finding that listing the African lion 
subspecies (Panthera leo leo) as a 
threatened species was warranted and 
proposed to list the subspecies as a 
threatened species under the Act. We 
also proposed a rule under section 4(d) 
of the Act to provide conservation 
measures for the African lion. 

Summary of Changes From the 
Proposed Rule 

We fully considered comments from 
the public and the peer reviewers on the 
proposed rule to determine our final 
listing status of lion. This final rule 
incorporates changes to our proposed 
rule based on the comments we received 
that are discussed under Summary of 
Comments and Responses and newly 
available scientific and commercial 
information that became available after 
the close of the comment period. We 
accept the taxonomy as recommended 
by the International Union for 
Conservation of Nature (IUCN) Species 
Survival Commission Cat Classification 
Task Force: P. l. leo (Asia and western, 
central, and northern Africa) and P. l. 
melanochaita (southern and eastern 
Africa). Here we evaluate the status of 
the lion species (P. leo), which includes 
the previously unreviewed population 
of P. l. leo in India (formerly P. l. 
persica). Additionally, we have 
incorporated new population estimates 
and population trends for the lion into 
our Species Information section. 

Based on comments by peer reviewers 
and others, we revised the section on 
trophy hunting, providing additional 
information on the practices that experts 
have identified as undermining the 
sustainability of trophy hunting, 
recommended best practices and 
reforms, biological impacts of trophy 
hunting on lion populations, and 
corruption in range countries, and 
expanded our assessment of the level of 
threat that trophy hunting presents to 
the species. Additionally, we have 
incorporated information on infanticide, 
corruption, traditional use of lion parts 
and products, disease, and climate 
change. Under the discussion of the 4(d) 
rule in the preamble, we further clarify 
factors we will consider when making 
an enhancement finding for importation 
of sport-hunted trophies of P. l. 
melanochaita. 

Based on the information we received 
and our assessment of that information, 
we have altered our finding. Some of the 
information we received indicated 
threats may be worse than previously 
indicated. Due to significant differences 
in the impacts of threats within the 
species, we found that P. l. leo and P. 
l. melanochaita qualify for different 
statuses under the Act. 
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Species Information 

Taxonomy 
The lion (Panthera leo) was first 

described by Linnaeus (1758, in Haas et 
al. 2005, p. 1), who gave it the name 
Felis leo. It was later placed in the genus 
Panthera (Pocock 1930, in Haas et al. 
2005, p. 1). Although the classification 
of the modern lion as P. leo is accepted 
within the scientific community, there 
was a lack of consensus regarding lion 
intraspecific taxonomy (Mazak 2010, p. 
194; Barnett et al. 2006b, p. 2120). 

Based on morphology, traditional 
classifications recognize anywhere from 
zero subspecies (classifying lions as one 
monotypic species) up to nine 
subspecies (Mazak 2010, p. 194, citing 
several sources). The most widely 
referenced of the morphology-based 
taxonomies is an eight-subspecies (six 
extant) classification provided by 
Hemmer (1974, in Nowell and Jackson 
1996, p. 312; Barnett et al. 2006a, p. 507; 
Barnett et al. 2006b, p. 2120), which is 
recognized by the Integrated Taxonomic 
Information System (ITIS) (ITIS 2013, 
unpaginated). It divides the lion species 
into: Panthera leo persica (India); P. l. 
leo, commonly referred to as the Barbary 
lion (Morocco through Tunisia, extinct); 
P. l. senegalensis (West Africa east to 
the Central African Republic (CAR)); 
P. l. azandica (northern Zaire); P. l. 
bleyenberghi (southern Zaire and 
presumably neighboring areas of Zambia 
and Angola); P. l. nubica (East Africa); 
P. l. krugeri (Kalahari region east to the 
Transvaal and Natal regions of South 
Africa), and P. l. melanochaita, also 
called the Cape lion (Cape region of 
South Africa, extinct) (Nowell and 
Jackson 1996, p. 312). 

In 1987, O’Brien (1987a, entire; 
1987b, entire) reported the first results 
of genetic studies conducted on lion 
samples from some, but not all, regions 
of the species’ range using early genetic 
techniques. Lions in India differed from 
lions in Africa, supporting a two- 
subspecies classification for extant 
lions: P. l. leo and P. l. persica, the 
African and Asiatic lion, respectively 
(O’Brien et al. 1987, Meester and Setzer 
1971, Ellerman et al. 1953, in Dubach 
2005, p. 16). According to Dubach 
(2005, p. 16), most taxonomic 
authorities recognize this two- 
subspecies taxonomy. This taxonomy 
was also recognized by the International 
Union for Conservation of Nature 
(IUCN) (Bauer et al. 2012, unpaginated) 

and, consequently, by several 
international organizations and 
governing bodies. As a result, this is the 
classification on which the conservation 
of the species is largely based. However, 
results of recent genetic research call 
into question this classification. 

In recent years, several genetic studies 
have provided evidence of an 
evolutionary division within lions in 
Africa (see Barnett et al. 2014, p. 6; 
Dubach et al. 2013, p. 746; Bertola et al. 
2011 (entire); Antunes et al. 2008 
(entire); Barnett et al. 2006a, pp. 511– 
512). These studies include analysis of 
DNA samples from all major regions of 
the species’ range, though some regions 
are sparsely represented. A major 
genetic subdivision among lions occurs 
in Africa, with lions in southern and 
eastern Africa being distinct from and 
more diverse than lions elsewhere 
(western and central Africa and Asia) 
(Figure 1). Lions in western and central 
Africa (as well as now-extinct North 
African lions) are more closely related 
to lions in India than to lions in 
southern and eastern Africa (Barnett et 
al. 2014, pp. 4–8; Dubach et al. 2013, 
pp. 741, 746–747, 750–751; Bertola et 
al. 2011, entire). According to Dubach et 
al. (2013, p. 753), current range collapse 
and fragmentation is too recent a 
phenomenon to explain the reduced 
genetic variability in these regions. 
Rather, the low genetic diversity in and 
between western and central African 
lion populations suggests they have a 
shorter evolutionary history than the 
more genetically diverse lions in 
southern and eastern Africa (Bertola et 
al. 2011, p. 1362). Several authors argue 
that the origin of these genetically 
distinct groups may be the result of 
regional extinctions and recolonizations 
during major climate (and consequently 
biome) fluctuations during the 
Pleistocene Epoch (Barnett et al. 2014, 
pp. 5–8; Bertola et al. 2011, pp. 1362– 
1364). 

These findings on lion genetic 
relationships are based primarily on 
analysis of mitochondrial DNA 
(mtDNA), which is inherited only from 
the mother. Because lions display sex- 
biased dispersal, in which males leave 
their natal range and females tend to 
remain in their natal range, one would 
expect gene flow in females to be lower 
than in males, resulting in greater 
geographic differentiation in females 
(Mazak 2010, p. 204). Consequently, 
some authors state that results of 

mtDNA analyses should be backed up 
by studies on nuclear DNA (nDNA, 
inherited from both parents) and 
morphological traits before assigning 
taxonomic importance to them (Barnett 
et al. 2014, pp. 1, 8). 

Recently, Mazak (2010, entire) 
examined morphological characteristics 
of 255 skulls of wild lions and found 
considerable variation throughout the 
species’ range, with variation being 
greater within populations than between 
them. However, according to Dubach et 
al. (2013, p. 742), the genetic distinction 
of lions in southern and eastern Africa 
from those elsewhere in the species’ 
range is confirmed by results of studies 
by Antunes et al. (2008, entire) which, 
in addition to analysis of mtDNA, also 
included analysis of nDNA sequence 
and microsatellite variation. 

The recent results of genetic research 
renewed the debate on lion taxonomy 
among the experts. For this reason, the 
IUCN Species Survival Commission Cat 
Specialist Group commissioned a Cat 
Classification Task Force from among its 
expert members to reach a consensus on 
taxonomy for the group. As we 
explained in our proposed rule, until 
the results of the IUCN Cat 
Classification Task Force became 
available, we concluded that the 
taxonomy of the species was 
unresolved, but, as required by the Act, 
we based our status review in our 
proposed rule on the best available 
scientific and commercial information, 
which was the taxonomy that was most 
widely recognized by taxonomic 
experts: P. leo leo (African lion) and P. 
leo persica (Asiatic lion) and reviewed 
the status of the petitioned entity, the 
African lion. 

In June 2015, after the close of the 
comment period on our proposed rule, 
IUCN posted an updated Red List 
Assessment for lion. In this assessment, 
a new two-subspecies classification is 
proposed based on the recommendation 
of the IUCN Cat Classification Task 
Force: P. l. leo of Asia (India) and 
western, central, and northern Africa, 
and P. l. melanochaita for southern and 
eastern Africa (Bauer et al. 2015a, 
unpaginated) (Figure 1), which is 
supported by Barnett et al. (2014, p. 6), 
Dubach et al. (2013, p. 746), Bertola et 
al. (2011, entire), Antunes et al. (2008, 
entire), and Barnett et al. (2006a, pp. 
511–512). 
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As required by the Act, and as 
explained in our proposed rule, we base 
our listing determinations on the best 
available scientific and commercial 
information. We accept the taxonomy as 
recommended by the IUCN Cat 
Classification Task Force, which is 
supported by mtDNA analysis, as well 
as analysis of nDNA sequence and 
microsatellite variation: P. l. leo (Asia 
and western, central, and northern 
Africa) and P. l. melanochaita (southern 
and eastern Africa) (Figure 1) as the best 
available scientific and commercial 
information. Because this new 
classification for lion includes 
subspecies whose ranges span two 
continents, we assessed the status of the 
entire lion species (P. leo). 

Currently, the Asiatic lion (P. l. 
persica) is listed as an endangered 
species under the Act. Based on the new 
taxonomic classification for lions, we 
are revising the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife at 50 CFR 17.11(h). 
In the Regulation Promulgation section 
of this document, we implement a 

taxonomic change by removing the 
invalid subspecies P. l. persica. This 
entity is now included in the 
assessment of the lion species (P. leo). 

Species Description 

The lion is the second-largest extant 
cat species (second in size only to the 
tiger) and the largest carnivore in Africa 
(Ray et al. 2005, p. 67). As with other 
widely distributed large cats, there is 
considerable morphological variation 
within the species as a result of sexual 
selection, regional environmental 
adaptations, and gene flow (Mazak 
2010, p. 194). These include, among 
others, variation in size, coat color and 
thickness, mane color and form, and 
skull characteristics (Mazak 2010, p. 
194, citing several sources; Hollister 
1917, in Dubach 2005, p. 15). They are 
described in the Convention on 
International Trade in Endangered 
Species of Wild Fauna and Flora 
(CITES) Periodic Review of the Status of 
African Lion Across Its Range (CITES 
2014, p. 3) as follows: 

Characteristics include sharp, retractile 
claws, a short neck, a broad face with 
prominent whiskers, rounded ears and a 
muscular body. Lions are typically a tawny 
color with black on the backs of the ears and 
white on the abdomen and inner legs. Males 
usually have a mane around the head, neck 
and chest. Lions are sexually dimorphic, 
with males weighing about 20–27 percent 
more than females. Adult males, on average, 
weigh about 188 kilograms (kg) (414 pounds 
(lbs)) with the heaviest male on record 
weighing 272 kg (600 lbs). Females are 
smaller, weighing, on average, 126 kg (278 
lbs). The male body length, not including the 
tail, ranges from 1.7 meters (m) to 2.5 m (5.6 
feet (ft to 8.2 ft) with a tail from 0.9 m to 1 
m (3 ft to 3.2 ft) (Nowell and Jackson, 1996). 

Lions in India tend to be smaller than 
those in Africa. Adult males weigh 
between 160–190 kg (353–419 lb), while 
females weigh between 110–120 kg 
(243–265 lb) (Chellam in litt. in Nowell 
and Jackson 1996, p. 37). The record 
total length for a male lion in India, 
including the tail, is 2.92 m (9.6 ft) 
(Sinha 1987 in Nowell and Jackson 
1996, p. 37). One characteristic unique 
to lions in India is a longitudinal fold 
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of skin that runs along the belly 
(O’Brien et al. 1987, p. 100). 
Additionally, male lions in India do not 
have as large and full a mane as those 
in Africa, allowing their ears to always 
be visible, whereas the manes of male 
lions in Africa completely hide the ears 
(Nowell and Jackson 1996, p. 37; 
O’Brien et al. 1987, p. 100). 

Habitat 

Historically, the species occurred in 
all habitats in Africa, except rainforest 
and the hyper-arid interior of the Sahara 
(Ray et al. 2005, p. 66). Today they are 
found primarily in savannas, although 
there are some remnant populations in 
other habitat types (Riggio et al. 2013, p. 
19). According to Nowell and Jackson 
(1996, p. 19), optimal habitat appears to 
be open woodlands and thick bush, 
scrub, and grass complexes, where 
sufficient cover is provided for hunting 
and denning. The highest lion densities 
are reached in savanna woodlands 
plains mosaics of southern and eastern 
Africa (Ray et al. 2005, p. 66). The 
species is intolerant of anthropogenic 
(human-caused) habitat conversion, 
such as farming or overgrazing by 
livestock (Ray et al. 2005, p. 66). In 
India, the lion occurs in dry deciduous 
forests (Meena et al. 2014, p. 121). Moist 
mixed and mixed forest habitats are 
critical to lions as they seek moist shady 
habitats that provide shelter from the 
heat and cover to hide during peak 
times of human activities (Jhala et al. 
2009, p. 3391). 

General Biology 

Lions are well studied. Much 
information exists on habits, behavior, 
and ecology of lions in Africa. CITES 
(2014, p. 3) provides a general overview 
as follows: 

Lions are generalist, cooperative hunters, 
with foraging preferences changing with 
season and with lion group size. Lions live 
in groups called ‘‘prides,’’ which are ‘‘fission- 
fusion’’ social units with a stable 
membership that sometimes divide into 
small groups throughout the range. Lions 
have no fixed breeding season. Females give 
birth every 20 months if they raise their cubs 
to maturity, but the interval can be as short 
as 4–6 months if their litter is lost. Gestation 
lasts 110 days, litter size ranges 1–4 cubs, 
and sex ratio at birth is 1:1. At about 4 years 
of age, females will have their first litter and 
males will become resident in a pride. Pride 
takeovers by male lions and subsequent 
infanticide of cubs sired by the ousted male 
lions greatly influences reproductive success. 
Lionesses defending their cubs from the 
victorious males are sometimes killed during 
the takeover. Infanticide accounts for 27 
percent of cub mortality. Adult mortality is 
typically caused by humans, starvation, 
disease, or attacks from other lions. Injury 

and death can also occur during hunting 
attempts on some of their larger prey. 

Haas et al. (2005, entire) provide a 
summary of information on lion, 
including the following: 

Prides vary in size and structure, but 
typically contain 5–9 adult females (range, 1– 
18), their dependent offspring, and a 
coalition of 2–6 immigrant males (Heinsohn 
and Packer 1995; Packer et al. 1991). . . . 
Pride sizes are smallest in arid environments 
with limited prey species (Elliott and Cowan 
1977; Hanby and Bygott 1979; Ruggiero 1991; 
Schaller 1972; Stander 1992b; Wright 
1960). . . . Males reside in a pride for 
[approximately] 2 years before being replaced 
by another group of males (Packer et al. 
1988). . . . In the absence of a pride 
takeover, males generally leave their natal 
pride when 2–4 years old (Bertram 1975b; 
Pusey and Packer 1987). Most females are 
incorporated into their natal prides (Pusey 
and Packer 1987; Van Orsdol et al. 
1985). . . . A small proportion of lions is 
nomadic, including young and adult males 
without a pride. Nomadic lions follow the 
migrations of prey and hunt and scavenge 
cooperatively (Bertram 1975a; Bygott et al. 
1979; Schaller 1968, 1969; Van Orsdol et al. 
1985). 

. . . Lion productivity (measured as 
number of surviving cubs) is limited by food. 
. . . Cub mortality is high in lions and is 
linked to periods of prey scarcity and 
infanticide by male lions during pride 
takeovers (Packer and Pusey 1983b; Schaller 
1972; Van Orsdol et al. 1985; Whitman and 
Packer 1997). 

. . . Lions are mainly active at night. . . . 
[They] usually hunt in groups; males hunt 
less frequently than do females, but males are 
stronger and can gain access to kills made by 
females (Bertram 1975a; Scheel and Packer 
1991). Prey selection is related to seasonal 
weather patterns and the migration of large 
herbivores in some parts of Africa (Hanby et 
al. 1995). . . . Lions exhibit individual 
preferences in prey selection within and 
between prides in the same area (Rudnai 
1973b; Van Orsdol 1984). 

Lion prides in India tend to be smaller 
than those in Africa; most prides in 
India contain an average of two females, 
with the largest having five. Coalitions 
of males will defend home ranges that 
contain one or more groups of females, 
but unlike lions in Africa, in India male 
lions only associate with pride females 
when mating or on a large kill (Meena 
2009, p. 7; Nowell and Jackson 1996, p. 
37). Females are approximately 4 years 
old at first reproduction, males 5–8 
years (Banerjee and Jhala 2012, p. 1424; 
Nowell and Jackson 1996, p. 37). 
Banerjee and Jhala (2012, p. 1424) found 
that mating occurred throughout the 
year, but mostly in winter. Gestation 
lasts 110 days; births peaked in the 
summer (April–May). Average litter size 
is 2.5 cubs, but as many as 5 have been 
observed (Banerjee and Jhala 2012, pp. 
1424, 1427; Nowell and Jackson 1996, p. 

37). Lion reproduction in India appears 
to coincide with the fawning peak of 
chital deer (Axis axis) between 
December and January or with the 
rutting season of chital and peak 
fawning for sambar deer (Cervus 
unicolor) between May and June. 
Breeding lionesses may cue into these 
times of increased availability of food 
sources to time births for maximum 
survival of cubs (Banerjee and Jhala 
2012, p. 1427). Average interbirth 
interval is estimated to be 1.37 years; 
however, if cubs of the previous litter 
survived to independence, it could be 
higher. After territorial takeovers and 
infanticides, females mated within an 
average 4.8 months (Banerjee and Jhala 
2012, p. 1424). Banjeree and Jhala (2012, 
p. 1424) found that the major cause of 
cub mortality is infanticide due to 
territorial takeovers by adult males. 
Most observed adult mortalities (54.5 
percent) were due to natural causes and 
43 percent were due to human causes; 
remaining mortalities were due to 
unknown causes. 

Diet and Prey 
Lions are opportunistic hunters and 

scavengers. As scavengers, lions are 
dominant and can usually readily 
displace other predators from their kills 
(Packer 1986, Schaller 1972, in Haas et 
al. 2005, pp. 4–5). As hunters, they are 
known to take a variety of prey. 
However, they are also the largest 
carnivore in Africa and, as a result, 
require large prey to survive. Ray et al. 
(2005, pp. 66–67) summarizes lion prey 
in Africa as follows: 

Lions are generalists and have been 
recorded to consume virtually every mammal 
species larger than 1 kg in their range, as well 
as a wide variety of larger reptiles and birds 
(Nowell & Jackson 1996; Sunquist & Sunquist 
2002). The constraints of large physical size 
and extended social groups, however, bind 
them to large-bodied prey, and their diet is 
dominated by medium-large ungulates. In 
fact, only a few species of large ungulates 
comprise a majority of their diet wherever 
they occur (Schaller 1972; Stander 1992; 
Packer et al. 1995), and they are unable to 
persist in areas without large-bodied prey. 
The threshold of this requirement is perhaps 
represented at Etosha National Park, 
Namibia, where Stander (1992) showed that 
lions hunting in pairs met their minimum 
requirements hunting springboks which, at 
< 50 kg, are the smallest preferred prey 
species recorded. 

In India, the lion’s diet is comprised 
of both small and medium prey, as well 
as vulnerable livestock (Meena et al. 
2011, p. 61; Singh and Gibson 2011, p. 
1753; Meena 2009, p. 8). The most 
commonly taken species is chital, which 
weighs approximately 50 kg (110 lb), 
and a larger species, the sambar deer 

VerDate Sep<11>2014 18:43 Dec 22, 2015 Jkt 238001 PO 00000 Frm 00005 Fmt 4701 Sfmt 4700 E:\FR\FM\23DER2.SGM 23DER2as
ab

al
ia

us
ka

s 
on

 D
S

K
5V

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 R
U

LE
S



80004 Federal Register / Vol. 80, No. 246 / Wednesday, December 23, 2015 / Rules and Regulations 

(Meena et al. 2011, p. 63; Nowell and 
Jackson 1996, p. 37). The smaller size of 
the prey available in India may be 
responsible for the smaller lion group 
sizes and less interaction between male 
and female groups (Meena 2009, p. 8; 
Nowell and Jackson 1996, p. 37). 
Historically, domestic cattle also 
constituted a major portion of the lion’s 
diet (Nowell and Jackson 1996, p. 37) 
and remains a significant portion today 
(Meena et al. 2011, pp. 63, 64; Singh 
and Gibson 2011, pp. 1753–1754). The 
proportion of wild prey and domestic 
livestock in a lion’s diet may vary by 
season and between protected areas and 
peripheral areas (Meena et al. 2011, pp. 
64, 65). 

Prey availability affects the 
reproduction, recruitment, and foraging 
behavior of lions and, as a result, 
strongly influences lion movements, 
abundance, and population viability 
(Winterbach et al. 2012, p. 7, citing 
several sources). Lion densities are 
directly dependent on prey biomass 
(Van Orsdol et al. 1985, in Packer et al. 
2013, p. 636; Hayward et al. 2007, 
entire). In Africa, lion densities range 
from 8–13 lions per 100 square 
kilometers (km2) in Selous Game 
Reserve and up to 18 per 100 km2 in 
protected areas of eastern Africa and 
South Africa (Creel and Creel 1997, 
Nowell and Jackson 1996, in Haas et al. 
2005, p. 4). In India, densities are 
estimated to be 15 lions per 100 km2 in 

Gir Protected Area, 6 per 100 km2 in 
Girnar Wildlife Sanctuary, and 2 per 
100 km2 in the surrounding agro- 
pastoral land (Banerjee and Jhala 2012, 
p. 1421; Banerjee et al. 2010, p. 249). 
Aside from human-related mortality, 
prey availability is likely the primary 
determinant of lion density in Africa 
(Fuller and Sievert 2001, in Winterbach 
et al. 2012, p. 7). In areas of low natural 
prey density, or high human contact, 
lions may prey on livestock (see 
Human-Lion Conflict). 

Movements/Home Range 
Availability of prey is perhaps the 

primary factor that determines the 
ranging behavior of large carnivores 
(Gittleman & Harvey 1982, Van Orsdol 
et al. 1985, Grant et al. 2005, Hayward 
et al. 2009, in Winterbach et al. 2012, 
p. 4). Home-range sizes of lion prides 
correlate with lean-season prey biomass 
(Van Orsdol et al. 1985, in Haas et al. 
2005, p. 4) and, therefore, vary widely 
among habitats. Average range sizes of 
lion prides in Africa are 26–226 km2, 
but can be considerably larger (Stander 
1992b; Van Orsdol et al. 1985; Viljoen 
1993, in Haas et al. 2005, p. 4). In areas 
of low or variable prey biomass, annual 
range requirements for a single lion 
pride can exceed 1,000 km2 (Packer et 
al. 2013, p. 636). Funston (2011, p. 5) 
found the home ranges of lion prides in 
the dune-savanna habitat of Kgalagadi 
Transfrontier Park to range from 1,762 
to 4,532 km2. In India, however, Jhala et 

al. (2009, p. 3391) found the average 
home range of a breeding group of 
lionesses to be 33 km2. Similarly, Meena 
(2009, pp. 7–8) found home ranges of 
females and males to be 35 km2 and 85 
km2, respectively. 

Range 

The historical range of the lion 
included most current continental 
African countries (Chardonnet 2002, pp. 
25–28) and extended from Greece 
through eastern Europe, southwest Asia 
(the Middle East), and India (Bauer et al. 
2015a, unpaginated; Nowell and Jackson 
1996, p. 38). Lions have undergone 
dramatic range retraction from this 
historical distribution (Ray et al. 2005, 
p. 67). Extirpation of lions in Europe 
occurred almost 2,000 years ago. The 
species was extirpated from southwest 
Asia within the last 150 years and 
northern Africa in the 1940s (Bauer et 
al. 2015a, unpaginated; Black et al. 
2013, p. 1; Nowell and Jackson 1996, p. 
38). Today, lions occur only in Asia and 
sub-Saharan Africa (Table 1). In Asia, 
P. l. leo only remains in the Gir Forests 
of India. Within sub-Saharan Africa, P. 
l. leo and P. l. melanochaita remain in 
34 range countries (35 with South 
Sudan, which gained its independence 
as a country in July 2011) and have been 
recently extirpated from 12 African 
range countries and potentially 
extirpated from another 4 (Bauer et al. 
2015a, unpaginated) (Table 1). 

TABLE 1—RANGE COUNTRIES OF P. l. leo AND P. l. melanochaita 
[Information derived from Bauer et al. 2015a, unpaginated, IUCN 2006a, IUCN 2006b, and Chardonnet 2002] 

Subspecies Countries 

Panthera leo leo .............................. Algeria 1, Benin, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, CAR, Chad, Congo 2, Côte d’Ivoire 2, DRC, Egypt 1, Gabon 2, 
Gambia 2, Ghana 3, Guinea 3, Guinea-Bissau 2, India, Liberia, Libya 1, Mali 2, Mauritania 2, Morocco 1, 
Niger, Nigeria, Senegal, Sierra Leone 2, Togo 3, Tunisia 1. 

Panthera leo melanochaita ............. Angola, Botswana, Burundi 2, Djibouti 2, Eritrea 2, Ethiopia, Kenya, Lesotho 2, Malawi, Mozambique, Na-
mibia, Rwanda 3, Somalia, South Africa, Sudan/South Sudan, Swaziland, Tanzania, Uganda, Zambia, 
Zimbabwe. 

1 Lions extirpated. 
2 Lions considered recently extirpated (Bauer et al. 2015a). 
3 Lions considered possibly extirpated (Bauer et al. 2015a). 

The confirmed lion range in western 
Africa (the total size of protected areas 
where lions were confirmed) is 
estimated at 49,000 km2, or 1.1 percent 
of the historic range (Henschel et al. 
2014, p. 5). The most recent estimate of 
the lion’s range throughout Africa 
comes from Bauer et al. (2015a, 
unpaginated) who estimate the extant 
lion range (areas reasonably confident 
that lions persist based on recent 
records) to be approximately 1.6 million 
km2 (617,763 mi2), or 8 percent of the 
historical range in Africa. The areas 

classified by Bauer et al. (2015, 
unpaginted) as possibly extinct total 
approximately 1.8 million km2 (694,984 
mi2), which is over half (52 percent) of 
the range classified as extant by the 
previous estimate conducted by Riggio 
et al. (2013, p. 26), which was based on 
estimates of savanna habitat. The lion’s 
range in Asia is estimated to be 
approximately 10,500 km2 (4,054 mi2), 
which occurs within the Gir National 
Park and Wildlife Sanctuary (Gir 
Protected Area), Girnar Wildlife 
Sanctuary, and surrounding agro- 

pastoral land (Bauer et al. 2015a, 
unpaginated; Banerjee and Jhala 2012, 
p. 1421; Jhala et al. 2009, pp. 3384, 
3385; Nowell and Jackson 1996, p. 38). 

Distribution and Abundance 

The general distribution of lions in 
Africa is summarized by Ray et al. 
(2005, p. 67) as follows: 

Currently, lions are restricted mainly to 
protected areas and surrounding 
conservancies or ‘game management areas,’ 
with the largest populations in East and 
southern Africa. Where protection is poor, 
particularly outside protected areas, range 
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loss or population decreases can be 
significant. Declines have been most severe 
in West and Central Africa, with only small, 
isolated populations scattered chiefly 
through the Sahel. Lions in the region are 
declining in some protected areas and, with 
the exception of southern Chad and northern 
Central African Republic, are virtually absent 
from unprotected areas (Bauer 2003). 

Estimates of lion abundance on a large 
geographical scale are few in number. 
For a variety of reasons—including low 
densities, large ranges, cryptic 
coloration, nocturnal and wary habits— 
lions are difficult to count (Riggio et al. 
2013, p. 31; Bauer et al. 2005, p. 6). 
There are large areas of the species’ 
range in which no data are available on 
lion occurrence or abundance (IUCN 
2006b, pp. 12–13). Species experts 
recognize that estimating the size of the 
lion population in Africa is an 
ambitious task, involving many 
uncertainties (Bauer et al. 2012, 
unpaginated). Estimates, particularly 
throughout Africa or broad region-wide 
estimates tend to rely to a considerable 
extent on expert opinion or inference 
(Riggio et al. 2013, p. 21; Chardonnet 
2002, p. 19). Consequently, there is a 
large degree of uncertainty in these 
estimates. In addition, to date all efforts 
to estimate the number of lions in Africa 
have used different methods; therefore, 
the results of earlier estimates cannot be 
directly compared to those of later 
estimates to determine population 
trend. 

The earliest estimates of lion 
abundance in Africa were educated 
guesses made during the latter half of 
the 20th Century. Bauer et al. (2008, 
unpaginated) summarize the 
information as follows: 

There have been few efforts in the past to 
estimate the number of lions in Africa. Myers 
(1975) wrote, ‘‘Since 1950, their [lion] 
numbers may well have been cut in half, 
perhaps to as low as 200,000 in all or even 
less.’’ Later, Myers (1986) wrote, ‘‘In light of 
evidence from all the main countries of its 
range, the lion has been undergoing decline 
in both range and numbers, often an 
accelerating decline, during the past two 
decades.’’ In the early 1990s, IUCN SSC Cat 
Specialist Group members made educated 
‘‘guesstimates’’ of 30,000 to 100,000 for the 
African Lion population (Nowell and Jackson 
1996). 

Ferreras and Cousins (1996, entire) 
provided the first quantitatively derived 
estimate of lion abundance in Africa 
using a GIS-based model calibrated with 
information obtained from lion experts. 
Ferreras and Cousins predicted lion 
abundance in Africa in 1980 to be 
75,800. Later, four additional efforts— 
Chardonnet (2002), Bauer and Van Der 
Merwe (2004), IUCN (2006a, 2006b), 
and Riggio et al. (2013)—estimated lion 
population sizes ranging from 23,000 to 
40,000 (Table 2). 

Between 2006 and 2012, Henschel et 
al. (2014, p. 2) conducted field surveys 
in protected areas within designated 
Lion Conservation Units (LCUs) of 
western Africa to confirm lion presence 
where evidence of occurrence was 
lacking and to establish population 
estimates where lions occurred. Lions 
were absent from protected areas in 5 of 
the 10 countries in western Africa 
where lions were considered to be 
present (Henschel et al. 2014, p. 4). 
Henschel et al. (2014, p. 5) estimated 
only 400 lions remain in the entire 
western region, with most (about 350, or 

88 percent) concentrated in a single 
population. 

Bauer et al. (2015a, unpaginated) 
attempted to correct for outdated 
sources in Riggio et al. (2013) by 
applying regional trends (discussed 
below) to 2002 population estimates for 
central, eastern, and southern Africa 
from Bauer and Van Der Merwe (2004) 
and Chardonnet (2002); estimates for 
western Africa were taken from 
Henschel et al. (2014) because of the 
greater precision of their estimate. 
Applying regional trends to Bauer and 
Van Der Merwe (2004) lion populations 
estimates, Bauer et al. (2015a, 
unpaginated; supporting information, 
Table 7) estimated lions in central 
Africa to be 590, eastern Africa to be 
7,345, and southern Africa to be 10,385 
(Table 2). When regional trends were 
applied to Chardonnet (2002) lion 
estimates, Bauer et al. (2015, 
unpaginated; supporting information, 
Table 7) estimated lions in central 
Africa to be 1,748, eastern Africa to be 
13,316, and in southern Africa to be 
15,925 (Table 2). In total, Bauer et al. 
(2015, unpaginated) estimate the lion 
population in Africa to be between 
18,841 and 31,394. However, the 
authors found that the study by Bauer 
and Van Der Merwe (2004) was more 
conservative and stricter on data 
quality; therefore they have a greater 
confidence in an estimate closer to 
20,000 lions in Africa. Additionally, the 
lion population in India was estimated 
to be 445 by Bauer et al. (2015a, 
unpaginated). In 2015, the Government 
of Gujarat completed its latest census, 
estimating 523 lions in India (BBC 2015, 
unpaginated) (Table 2). 

TABLE 2—ESTIMATES OF LION ABUNDANCE 
[Rows may not tally due to rounding] 

Source 
Western Africa 

(percent of 
total) 

Central Africa 
(percent of 

total) 

Eastern Africa 
(percent of 

total) 

Southern 
Africa (percent 

of total) 
India Total 

Ferreras & Cousins 1996 (es-
timate for lion abundance in 
1980).

....................... ....................... ....................... ....................... .................... 75,800 (18,600 in protected 
areas). 

Chardonnet 2002 .................... 1,163 (3 per-
cent).

2,815 (7 per-
cent).

15,744 (40 
percent).

19,651 (50 
percent).

.................... 39,373 

Bauer & Van Der Merwe 2004 850 (4 per-
cent).

950 (4 per-
cent).

11,000 (48 
percent).

10,000 (44 
percent).

.................... 23,000 

IUCN 2006 1 (as calculated by 
Riggio et al. 2013).

1,640 (5 per-
cent).

2,410 (7 per-
cent).

17,290 (52 
percent).

11,820 (37 
percent).

.................... 33,160 

Riggio 2013 (based on esti-
mates of savanna habitat).

480 (1 per-
cent).

2,419 (7 per-
cent).

19,972 (57 
percent).

12,036 (34 
percent).

.................... 34,907 

Henschel et al. 2014 .............. 406 (n/a) ........ ....................... ....................... ....................... ....................
Bauer et al. 2015a (trends ap-

plied to Bauer and Van Der 
Merwe 2004).

....................... 590 (3 per-
cent).

7,345 (39 per-
cent).

10,385 (55 
percent).

.................... 18,726 * 

Bauer et al. 2015a (trends ap-
plied to Chardonnet 2002).

....................... 1,748 (6 per-
cent).

13,316 (42 
percent).

15,925 (51 
percent).

.................... 31,394 * 

Bauer et al. 2015a .................. ....................... ....................... ....................... ....................... 445 
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TABLE 2—ESTIMATES OF LION ABUNDANCE—Continued 
[Rows may not tally due to rounding] 

Source 
Western Africa 

(percent of 
total) 

Central Africa 
(percent of 

total) 

Eastern Africa 
(percent of 

total) 

Southern 
Africa (percent 

of total) 
India Total 

Government of Gujarat 
2015 **.

....................... ....................... ....................... ....................... 523 

1 Estimates were made for individual Lion Conservation Units (defined management units), and were given as population size classes rather 
than specific figures. As calculated by Riggio et al. 

* Total includes estimate for western Africa taken from Henschel et al. (2014). 
** As reported in BBC 2015, unpaginated. 

As previously stated, extant lion 
populations are limited to protected 
areas. These populations are largely 
isolated and many are small. P. l. leo 
(totaling approximately 1,500 lions), is 
divided into 15 populations in and 
around protected areas; of these, 14 are 
remaining populations from a total of 38 
historical occurrences in western and 
central Africa, while one occurs in India 
(Bauer et al. 2015a, unpaginated; 
Henschel et al. 2015b, unpaginated; 
Brugiére et al. 2015, p. 515; Henschel et 
al. 2014, pp. 4–5; Jhala et al. 2009, p. 
3384). Nearly 90 percent of the lions in 
western Africa persist in a single 
population, the W-Arly-Pendjari (WAP) 
Complex (Henschel et al. 2014, p. 5). 
Based on Bauer et al. (2015a, 
unpaginated; Supporting Information, 
Table 3) and Bauer and Van Der Merwe 
(2004, pp. 28–30), most P. l. 
melanochaita occur in approximately 68 
protected areas throughout southern and 
eastern Africa, with larger populations 
occurring in Botswana, Kenya, Namibia, 
South Africa, Tanzania, Zambia, and 
Zimbabwe. 

Population Trends 
Based on the best available 

information, lion range and numbers 
have clearly declined over the past 
several decades. However, not all lion 
populations have declined—some have 
increased or remained stable, and some 
have been restored to areas from which 
they were previously extirpated (Bauer 
et al. 2015a, unpaginated; Packer et al. 

2013, p. 636; Funston 2011, p. 3; 
Ferreira and Funston 2010, pp. 201, 
203). 

Bauer et al. (2015a, unpaginated), 
using a time trend analysis of census 
data, determined the trend of lion 
populations from 1993 to 2014. Overall, 
these lion populations decreased by 43 
percent in 21 years (Table 3). However, 
the authors found significant regional 
differences. In Asia, the single 
population increased by 55 percent 
(Bauer et al. 2015a, unpaginated). The 
population inside the protected area has 
stabilized and expanded into 
surrounding agro-pastoral land (Bauer et 
al. 2015b, p. 2; Breitenmoser et al. 2008, 
unpaginated). Additionally, the 2015 
census of Gir Sanctuary and 
surrounding forest areas showed a 27 
percent increase from the 2010 census 
(The Guardian 2015, unpaginated). In 
southern Africa, the sample populations 
overall increased by 8 percent (Bauer et 
al. 2015a, unpaginated). However, one 
of the largest populations, Okavango, 
and populations of 6 unfenced reserves 
are declining (Bauer et al. 2015a, 
unpaginated, supporting information 
Table 3; Bauer et al. 2015b, p. 1). Fifteen 
of the 23 sample populations in 
southern Africa were fenced; none 
experienced sharp declines and many 
small fenced populations are increasing 
(Bauer et al. 2015a, unpaginated, 
supporting information Table 3; Bauer 
et al. 2015b, p. 1). South Africa was the 
only African country with growth in 
every population. However, these were 

all fenced populations, and most were 
reestablished in the past 20 years and 
quickly reached capacity (Bauer et al. 
2015b, pp. 1–2). Populations in eastern 
Africa decreased overall by 59 percent 
(Bauer et al. 2015a, unpaginated). The 
Serengeti population was the only large 
population surveyed that did not 
decrease. Katavi National Park 
experienced complete loss of lions from 
an estimated 1,118 in 1993 to zero in 
2014 (Bauer et al. 2015a, unpaginated, 
supporting information Table 3; Bauer 
et al. 2015b, p. 1). Western and central 
Africa (combined) experienced the 
largest decline at 66 percent (Table 3). 
All populations are declining, except 
the population in Pendjari; populations 
in Comoé and Mole are now likely 
extinct (Bauer et al. 2015a, unpaginated, 
supporting information Table 3; Bauer 
et al. 2015b, p. 1). Furthermore, almost 
all lion populations in Africa that 
historically exceeded 500 individuals, 
the minimum number estimated to 
constitute a viable population 
(according to Riggio et al. 2013, p. 32 
and Björklund in Riggio et al. 2013, p. 
32), are declining (Bauer et al. 2015b, p. 
1). 

Although these trends are based on 47 
sample populations, they comprise a 
substantial portion of the total 
remaining lion populations; therefore, 
the authors are confident in applying 
the observed trends to regions and the 
species as a whole (Bauer et al. 2015a, 
unpaginated). 

TABLE 3—REGIONAL TRENDS FOR 47 MONITORED LION POPULATIONS FROM 1993–2014 
[Bauer et al. 2015a, unpaginated; supporting information Table 7]. 

Region 
Estimated lions in sample 

populations Percent 
change 

1993 2014 

Asia .............................................................................................................................................. 312 485 +55 
Southern Africa ............................................................................................................................ 4,887 5,265 +8 
Eastern Africa .............................................................................................................................. 3,112 1,266 -59 
Western and Central Africa ......................................................................................................... 1,304 439 ¥66 

Total ...................................................................................................................................... 9,615 7,455 ¥22% 
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Using these rates of change, the 
authors calculated that the population 
in 5 countries (Botswana, India, 
Namibia, South Africa, and Zimbabwe), 
or 25 percent of the lion’s range, 
increased by 12 percent, while the 
population in the remaining 75 percent 
of the range decreased by 60 percent 
(Bauer et al. 2015a, unpaginated), 
resulting in a 43 percent population 
decrease of the entire lion species 
between 1993 and 2014. 

The growth rate estimates discussed 
above are the best available information 
on global trends for lion populations, 
although Bauer et al. (2015b, p. 2) 
caution that these numbers are rough 
estimates. However, it is unlikely that 
regional declines are a product of 
differences in methodological 
shortcomings. Sample populations are 
all monitored with at least partial 
protection. Research sites are known to 
be generally avoided by poachers and 
encroachers. Therefore, the estimated 
growth rates may be less optimistic. It 
is likely that unmonitored, unfenced 
populations will have suffered greater 
rates of decline than reported since lack 
of management generally means a lack 
of conservation effort (Bauer et al. 
2015b, p. 3). 

The work of Packer et al. (2013a, pp. 
639–640) predicts future declines 
within a number of protected areas. 
Bauer et al. (2015b, p. 2) found that if 
regional trends remain unchanged in the 
future, lions in western and central 
Africa would likely lose a third of their 
population in 5 years and half of their 
population in 10 years. The population 
in eastern Africa is likely to decline by 
a third in 20 years and half in 30 years. 
The Okavago population, Botswana, 
will also likely decline by a third in 20 
years (Bauer et al. 2015b, p. 2). Many 
lion populations are expected to 
disappear within the next few decades 
such that the intensely managed 
populations in southern Africa will 
replace savanna landscapes as sites for 
the most successful conservation of 
lions. 

Summary of Threats 
Today, lions are mainly restricted to 

protected areas; however, they still face 
serious threats that stem from 
inadequate management of those areas 
and increasing pressure on natural 
resources to meet the needs of a growing 
human population. Habitat loss has 
been extensive throughout the range of 
the lion, resulting in local and regional 
lion population extirpations and a 
dramatically reduced range with 
isolated lion populations that are 
increasingly limited to protected areas. 
As the human population increases, the 

protected areas where lions occur will 
be under increased pressure as more 
land is needed to satisfy the agricultural 
needs of the human population. 

Inadequate management and law 
enforcement has led to poaching of the 
lion’s prey base in Africa for bushmeat, 
which has been critically depleted. 
Additionally, human population growth 
in Africa has led to human-lion conflict, 
particularly on the edge of protected 
areas, when pastoralists invade 
protected areas to allow their herds to 
graze or when lions move out of 
protected areas in search of prey, often 
preying on domestic livestock. Human- 
lion conflict leads to indiscriminate 
killing of lions, primarily as a result of 
retaliatory or preemptive actions to 
protect livestock and human lives. The 
close proximity of lions to humans and 
domestic livestock throughout their 
range exposes them to diseases, mainly 
transmitted through livestock and 
domestic dogs, which can impact 
general fitness, reproduction, and 
lifespan. These are in addition to 
diseases that naturally occur in lion 
populations in Africa. Furthermore, in 
some areas of Africa improper 
management has resulted in reduced 
lion numbers due to excessive lion 
harvests from trophy hunting. 
Subsequently, some lion populations 
are negatively impacted by infanticide 
following pride takeovers by new males. 

Because habitat loss has resulted in 
small, isolated populations across its 
range, lions face threats from stochastic 
events, such as a disease epidemic and 
inbreeding depression. An emerging 
threat to lions is trade in bones and 
other body parts for traditional 
medicine. These causes of lion 
population declines are widespread and 
likely to continue. The impacts of these 
threats are likely to be exacerbated by 
climate change. Projected changes 
indicate negative impacts to available 
habitat and, therefore, the range of the 
lion, prey availability, and the number 
of disease outbreaks as well as 
susceptibility to those diseases. 

Habitat Loss 
Habitat destruction and degradation 

have been extensive throughout the 
range of the lion, resulting in local and 
regional lion population extirpations, 
reduced lion densities, a dramatically 
reduced range (see Range), and small, 
fragmented, and isolated lion 
populations that are increasingly 
limited to protected areas (see 
Distribution and Abundance) (Singh 
2007, in Jhala et al. 2009, p. 3384; Ray 
et al. 2005, p. 69; Bauer and Van der 
Merwe 2004, pp. 29–30; Nowell and 
Jackson 1996, pp. 20–21). In India, 

habitat loss is partly responsible for the 
decline of lions to a single population 
in a protected area. However, due to 
good protection and management, lions 
have dispersed to forested areas outside 
the protected area, extending their range 
from an initial 1,883 km2 to 10,500 km2 
(Johningh et al. 2007, Singh 2007, and 
Divyabhanusinh 2005, in Banerjee et al. 
2010, p. 248; Singh 2007, in Jhala et al. 
2009, p. 3384). Farming has been 
encouraged in the area and has 
flourished. Cultivated areas have 
created refuge areas and corridors for 
lion movement (Vijayan and Pati 2001 
in Meena et al. 2014, p. 124). At this 
time, no information indicates habitat 
loss is currently threatening the lion 
population in India. In Africa, however, 
despite lions being mainly found in 
protected areas, habitat loss and 
degradation continue to be among the 
main threats to lions (IUCN 2006a, p. 
18; Ray et al. 2005, pp. 68–69). 

The main cause of lion habitat loss 
and degradation is expansion of human 
settlements and activities, particularly 
due to agriculture and intensive 
livestock grazing (IUCN 2006a, p. 18; 
IUCN 2006b, p. 23; Ray et al. 2005, pp. 
68–69; Chardonnet 2002, pp. 103–106). 
From 1970 to 2000, the human 
population in sub-Saharan Africa 
increased by 126 percent (from 282 
million to 639 million) (United Nations 
(UN) 2013, p. 9), while at about the 
same time (1975 to 2000), agriculture 
area increased by 57 percent (from just 
over 200 million ha to almost 340 
million ha) and natural vegetation in the 
region decreased by 21 percent (Brink 
and Eva 2009, p. 507). In 2009, 
approximately 1.2 billion ha, or 40 
percent, of Africa’s land area was in 
permanent pasture or crops, with the 
vast majority (31 percent) in pasture 
(UNEP 2012b, p. 68). Riggio et al. (2013, 
p. 29) estimate the original extent of 
savanna habitat in Africa to be 
approximately 13.5 million km2. Based 
on an analysis of land-use conversion 
and human population densities, Riggio 
et al. (2013, p. 29) found current 
savanna habitat that is suitable for lions 
to be fragmented and to total about 3.4 
million km2 (or 25 percent of African 
savanna habitat). This indicates a 
substantial decrease in lion habitat over 
the past 50 years and explains, in part, 
why lions are limited to protected areas. 

Based on a comparison of land-use 
and human population data, Riggio et 
al. (2013, p. 23) determined that a 
density of 25 or more people per km2 
served as a proxy for the extent of land- 
use conversion that would render 
habitat unsuitable for lions. Woodroffe 
(2000, p. 167) analyzed the impact of 
people on predators by relating local 
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carnivore extinctions to past and 
projected human population densities 
and estimated 26 people per km2 as the 
mean human density at which lions 
went locally or regionally extinct. In 
1960, 11.9 million km2 of the original 
13.5 million km2 of savanna habitat had 
fewer than 25 people per km2; however, 
in 2000 that number decreased to 9.7 
million km2 (Riggio et al. 2013, p. 29). 

Expansion of human settlements, 
agriculture, and/or livestock grazing are 
reported as occurring in or on the 
periphery of several areas identified by 
Riggio et al. (2013, suppl. 1) as lion 
strongholds (viable populations) and 
potential strongholds (IUCN 2006a, p. 
16; IUCN 2006b, pp. 20–22), and are 
particularly a threat in western, central, 
and eastern Africa and some parts of 
southern Africa. Expansion of 
agriculture and livestock grazing are 
reported in or around two of the larger 
populations of P. l. leo in Africa, WAP 
Complex and a Chad-CAR population 
(Heschel et al. 2014, pp. 5–6; Houessou 
et al. 2013, entire; Chardonnet et al. 
2010, pp. 24–26; IUCN 2008, pp. 8, 28– 
29); management in portions of both is 
reported as weak (Heschel et al. 2014, 
pp. 5–6; IUCN 2008, p. 8). Eastern 
Africa contains approximately 40 
percent of all the lions in Africa (Table 
2). Seven of the seventeen major P. l. 
melanochaita populations identified by 
Riggio et al. occur in eastern Africa; six 
of which occur in Tanzania and Kenya. 
Between 1990 and 2010, Kenya’s human 
population grew from 23 million (40/
km2) to 41 million (70/km2), whereas 
Tanzania’s grew from 25 million (27/
km2) to 45 million (48/km2) (UN 2013, 
pp. 421, 798). Not unexpectedly, 
expansion of agriculture and livestock 
grazing is occurring in these countries 
(Brink et al. 2014, entire; UNEP 2009, p. 
91; Mesochina et al. 2010a, p. 74), 
including in or around these major 
populations (Ogutu et al. 2011, entire; 
Mesochina et al. 2010a, pp. 71–74, 76; 
Packer et al. 2010, pp. 8–9; UNEP 2009, 

pp. 98–99; Newmark 2008, pp. 322–324; 
IUCN 2006b, pp. 20–22; Ogutu et al. 
2005, entire). Mesochina et al. (2010a, p. 
74) state that widespread destruction of 
wildlife habitat and human 
encroachment in wildlife corridors are 
major threats to lion conservation in 
Tanzania and consider loss of suitable 
habitat as a top threat to lion survival in 
the country. The Kenya Wildlife Service 
indicates that habitat loss due to land- 
use changes and human encroachment 
into previously wild areas is having a 
major impact on lion range size in 
Kenya (Kenya’s National Large 
Carnivore Task Force 2010, p. 21). 

In southern Africa, the extent of 
current habitat destruction and 
degradation appears to vary widely. For 
example, according to the Zambia 
Wildlife Authority (2009 pp. 4–5), 
unplanned human settlement and other 
land-use activities in game management 
areas are a major threat to the long-term 
survival of the lion in Zambia. They 
note that conversion of natural habitat 
in game management areas for cropping 
and grazing of livestock has led to 
habitat destruction and indicate that 
elimination of tsetse flies and 
subsequent increase in pastoralist 
activities in game management areas 
places the lion under renewed direct 
conflict with humans. On the other 
hand, according to Funston (2008, pp. 
123–126), in several areas of southern 
Africa where lions were recently 
extirpated, lions are reestablishing as a 
result of, among other factors, adequate 
protection of habitat and prey. 

Projections of future growth in human 
populations, areas converted to 
agriculture, and livestock numbers 
suggest suitable lion habitat will 
continue to decrease across its range 
into the foreseeable future. Between 
2015 and 2050, half of the world’s 
population growth is expected to occur 
in 9 countries, 6 of which are within the 
lion’s range (India, Nigeria, Democratic 
Republic of the Congo (DRC), Ethiopia, 

Tanzania, and Uganda (UN 2015, p. 4). 
Africa has the fastest population growth 
rate in the world (UN 2015, pp. 3, 9; 
UNEP 2012a, p. 2), and future 
population growth in sub-Saharan 
Africa is projected to be large and rapid 
(UN 2013, p. 9). By 2100, Angola, 
Burundi, DRC, Malawi, Mali, Niger, 
Somalia, Uganda, Tanzania and Zambia 
are projected to increase by at least five- 
fold (UN 2015, p. 9). 

By 2050, the UN projects the human 
population of Tanzania to almost triple 
its 2010 population, reaching a density 
of 137 people per km2, whereas Kenya’s 
population is projected to more than 
double, reaching a density of 167 people 
per km2 (Table 4). Human population 
growth, and resulting pressures exerted 
on habitat, are also expected to vary 
widely in the southern region. 
Population increases from 2010 to 2050 
are projected to range from about 23 
percent (South Africa) to well over 200 
percent (Zambia), with 2050 densities in 
the region ranging from 5 people per 
km2 (Botswana and Namibia) to 432 
people per km2 (Uganda) (Table 4). The 
human populations of most other 
current and recent lion range countries 
are also expected to have very high 
growth rates (Table 4). The country- 
wide human population densities 
provided here (and in Table 4) are not 
directly comparable to the density 
thresholds determined by Riggio et al. 
(discussed above) due to the differences 
in scale at which they were made. 
However, country-wide population 
densities relate the number of humans 
to land area and, consequently, are 
indicative of the level of pressure that 
will exist to convert land to uses that 
will meet the needs of the human 
population. This situation is 
particularly the case given that much of 
sub-Saharan Africa is rural and locals 
depend on agriculture for their 
livelihood. 

TABLE 4—HUMAN POPULATION PROJECTIONS IN COUNTRIES CONTAINING THE 47 SAMPLE LION POPULATIONS USED BY 
BAUER ET AL. (2015), EXCEPT CÔTE D’IVOIRE AND GHANA WHERE LIONS ARE CONSIDERED EXTIRPATED 

[Population data is from UN 2013] 

Subspecies Country 
UN Population estimate, in thousands 

(people/km2) 

1950 2010 2050 2100 

P. l. leo ...................... India ......................................................................... 376,325 1,205,625 1,620,051 1,546,833 
(114) (367) (493) (471) 

Benin ........................................................................ 2,255 9,510 22,137 32,944 
(20) (84) (197) (293) 

Burkino Faso ........................................................... 4,284 15,540 40,932 75,274 
(16) (57) (149) (275) 

Cameroon ................................................................ 4,467 20,624 48,599 82,393 
(9) (43) (102) (173) 

Nigeria ..................................................................... 37,860 159,708 440,355 913,834 
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TABLE 4—HUMAN POPULATION PROJECTIONS IN COUNTRIES CONTAINING THE 47 SAMPLE LION POPULATIONS USED BY 
BAUER ET AL. (2015), EXCEPT CÔTE D’IVOIRE AND GHANA WHERE LIONS ARE CONSIDERED EXTIRPATED—Continued 

[Population data is from UN 2013] 

Subspecies Country 
UN Population estimate, in thousands 

(people/km2) 

1950 2010 2050 2100 

(41) (173) (477) (989) 
Senegal .................................................................... 2,477 12,951 32,933 58,180 

(13) (66) (167) (296) 
P. l. melanochaita ...... Kenya ....................................................................... 6,077 40,909 97,173 160,423 

(10) (70) (167) (276) 
Tanzania .................................................................. 7,650 44,973 129,417 275,624 

(8) (48) (137) (292) 
Botswana ................................................................. 413 1,969 2,780 3,025 

(1) (3) (5) (5) 
Mozambique ............................................................ 6,442 23,967 59,929 112,018 

(8) (30) (75) (140) 
Namibia .................................................................... 485 2,179 3,744 4,263 

(1) (3) (5) (5) 
South Africa ............................................................. 13,683 51,452 63,405 64,135 

(11) (42) (52) (53) 
Uganda .................................................................... 5,158 33,987 104,078 204,596 

(21) (141) (432) (849) 
Zambia ..................................................................... 2,372 13,217 44,206 124,302 

(3) (18) (59) (165) 
Zimbabwe ................................................................ 2,747 13,077 26,254 32,608 

(7) (33) (67) (83) 

Although urbanization is increasing 
in sub-Saharan Africa, the majority of 
the population is rural (UN 2014, p. 20). 
About 60–70 percent of the sub-Saharan 
population relies on agriculture and 
livestock for their livelihood (UNEP 
2006, pp. 82, 100, 106; IAASTD 2009, p. 
2). Much of the agriculture and 
livestock-raising is at subsistence level 
(IAASTD 2009, pp. 8, 28). As a result, 
a large portion of the growing 
population will depend directly on 
expansion of agriculture and livestock 
grazing to survive. Between 2010 and 
2050, the population of sub-Saharan 
Africa is projected to more than double 
to more than 2 billion (from 831 million 
to 2.1 billion) (UN 2013, p. 9). During 
about this same time period (2005 to 
2050), the area of cultivated land is 
projected to increase by 51 million ha 
(approximately 21 percent) 
(Alexandratos and Bruinsma 2012, p. 
107). However, this figure does not 
include range land, and the majority of 
agricultural land in Africa is devoted to 
grazing (UNEP 2012b, p. 68). The 
number of livestock (cattle, sheep, and 
goats) in sub-Saharan Africa is projected 
to increase about 73 percent, from 688 
million to 1.2 billion, by 2050 
(Alexandratos and Bruinsma 2012, p. 
133). 

Expansion of human settlements and 
activities into lion habitat renders the 
habitat unsuitable for lions primarily 
because it results in reduced availability 
of the wild prey that lions depend on for 

survival (see Loss of Prey Base) and 
increased human-lion conflict resulting 
in lion mortality (see Human-Lion 
Conflict)—two of the main factors that 
influence the distribution and 
population viability of large carnivores 
such as lions (Winterbach et al. 2014, p. 
1; Riggio et al. 2013, p. 18). Ray et al. 
(2005, p. 69) note that, although lions 
have a wide tolerance for habitats, they 
are generally incompatible with humans 
and human-caused habitat alteration 
and loss; they are the least successful 
large African carnivore outside 
conservation areas (Woodroffe 2001, in 
Winterbach et al. 2012, p. 6). Further 
fragmentation and isolation of lion 
habitat and populations can also impact 
dispersal and genetic viability (see 
Deleterious Effects Due to Small 
Population Sizes). 

Large carnivores with low potential 
for cohabitation with humans have a 
high risk of local extinction. In order to 
survive, they require larger contiguous 
habitats with fewer negative human 
impacts than do more resilient species 
(Winterbach et al. 2012, p. 5). As human 
populations continue to rise in sub- 
Saharan Africa, the amount of land 
required to meet the needs of those 
populations is constantly increasing 
(Brink et al. 2014, entire; Brink and Eva 
2009, entire; Eva et al. 2006, p. 4), a 
problem accentuated by slow rates of 
technological progress in food 
production and land degradation from 
both overuse and natural causes (United 

Nations Environment Programme 
(UNEP) 2012a, p. 3; Chardonnet et al. 
2010a, p. 19; International Assessment 
of Agricultural Knowledge, Science and 
Technology for Development (IAASTD) 
2009, pp. 3–4, 8; United Nations 
Economic Commission for Africa 2008, 
pp. 3–5). The result of this process is 
accelerated transformation of natural 
landscapes at the expense of wilderness 
that sustains species such as lions and 
their prey (Chardonnet et al. 2010a, p. 
19). 

Urbanization is also increasing in 
India, but like sub-Saharan Africa, the 
majority of the population is rural (UN 
2014, p. 22; Swain et al. 2012, p. 1). In 
the State of Gujarat, 70 percent of all 
workers are rural based, with almost 52 
percent being cultivators and 
agricultural laborers (Swain et al. 2012, 
p. 1). Suitable lion habitat within the 
Gir Protected Area appears to be secure; 
however, habitat outside this area that is 
vital for dispersal may experience 
increasing pressure in the future. 
Dispersal corridors and resource-rich 
habitats outside the protected area are 
important to avoid inbreeding 
depression and extirpation of the lion 
population from stochastic events. Due 
to the population growth of lions in 
India, there is increased movement, 
dispersal, and establishment of lion in 
natural habitats outside the protected 
area. Twenty-five percent of the lion 
population is found in Girnar Wildlife 
Sanctuary, coastal areas, and natural 
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habitats along the Shetrunji River 
northeast of Gir (Meena 2014, p. 27). 
Additionally, the size of the Gir 
Protected Area implies that dispersing 
lions will inevitably cross the protected 
area boundaries (Meena 2010, p. 212). 
When lions move, they must cross 
heavily populated human settlements 
and agricultural fields (Meena 2010, p. 
209). Traditional land uses are quickly 
changing in the region due to limestone 
mine and infrastructure development 
(Banerjee et al. 2010, p. 250). 
Additionally, tourist activities (safaris to 
see the lions and religious pilgrimages 
to visit temples located within and on 
the border of protected areas) can have 
detrimental impacts to wildlife if not 
carefully planned. For example, 
construction of a road has been 
proposed to circle the outside of the 
whole Gir Protected Area System 
(Meena 2014, p. 28). Altering this 
habitat would result in land-use 
changes, promoting rapid development 
and urbanization and thereby 
disconnecting corridors for lion 
movement (Meena 2014, p. 28; Banerjee 
et al. 2010, p. 250). Furthermore, 
crossing these areas renders lions more 
vulnerable to disease transmission (See 
Disease below) and conflict with 
humans (see Human-Lion Conflict 
below). Because lions are social and 
territorial, they need adequate space to 
survive. Lack of adequate habitat will 
have a bearing on the lion’s ecology, 
behavior, and population structure 
(Meena 2014, p. 28). 

Growing human populations have 
been associated with declines in large 
carnivore populations all over the 
world, and high human density is 
strongly associated with local 
extirpation of large carnivores (Linnell 
et al. 2001, Woodroffe 2001, in 
Woodroffe and Frank 2005, p. 91; 
Woodroffe 2000, entire). Chardonnet et 
al. (2002, p.103) indicate that the 
distribution maps of lion 
subpopulations tend to confirm a direct 
inverse correlation of lion density and 
numbers with human activity and 
presence. Further, Packer et al. (2013a, 
entire) found that lions in unfenced 
reserves are highly sensitive to human 
population densities in surrounding 
communities. 

Loss of Prey Base 
One of the most important 

requirements for carnivore survival, 
including lion, is prey availability, as it 
affects reproduction, recruitment, and 
foraging behavior and, therefore, also 
impacts lion movement, abundance, and 
population viability (Winterbach et al. 
2012, p. 7, citing several sources). In 
India, prey abundance does not appear 

to be a concern for the lion population 
as conservation initiatives have ensured 
availability of ample prey (Banerjee et 
al. 2010, p. 249; Khan et al. 1996 and 
Singh and Kamboj 1996 in Meena 2010, 
p. 209; Jhala et al. 2009, p. 3384). The 
semi-nomadic pastoral communities 
that inhabit the Gir Forests are primarily 
vegetarian (Banerjee et al. 2013, p. 2); 
therefore, there is no great demand for 
bushmeat. However, in most African 
countries, large carnivores such as lions 
are under serious threat through 
decreased prey abundance (Bauer et al. 
2014, p. 97) due to unsustainable and 
increasingly commercialized bushmeat 
hunting in and around protected areas 
(Bauer et al. 2015a, unpaginated; 
Henschel et al. 2015, unpaginated; 
Henschel et al. 2014, p. 5; Lindsey et al. 
2013b, p. 84; Lindsey and Bento 2012, 
pp. 1–2, 61; Scholte 2011, p. 7; Bouché 
et al. 2010, pp. 1000, 1001; Cragie et al. 
2010, p. 2227; Brashares et al. 2004, p. 
1181; Fischer and Linsenmair 2001, pp. 
132, 133). 

Humans in Africa rely on protein 
obtained from bushmeat, resulting in 
direct competition for prey between 
humans and lions, and commercial 
poaching of wildlife is becoming a 
significant threat to many species, 
including those that lions rely upon for 
food. Subsistence hunting was 
traditionally carried out with the use of 
spears, which had minimal impact to 
wildlife populations. Spears have since 
been replaced by automatic weaponry 
(Chardonnet et al. 2010, p. 27) and 
snares, which are most commonly used 
(Lindsey et al. 2013b, p. 83). These 
methods allow for poaching of large 
numbers of animals for the bushmeat 
trade, particularly snares, which are 
cheap, difficult to detect, and 
unselective as they can kill nontarget 
animals ranging from rodents to 
elephants (Lindsey et al. 2013b, p. 83). 

The human population in a majority 
of African countries within the range of 
the lion has quadrupled since the 1960s 
(Riggio et al. 2013, p. 29; IUCN 2009, p. 
15), increasing the demand for 
bushmeat. Bushmeat contributes 
significantly to food security, and is 
often the most important source of 
protein in rural areas (Nasi et al. 2008 
in Lindsey et al. 2013b, p. 82). It 
comprises between 6 percent (southern 
Africa) and 55 percent (CAR) of a 
human’s diet within the lion’s range in 
Africa (Chardonnet et al. 2005, p. 9; 
IUCN 2006b, p. 19). In western Africa, 
bushmeat is a secondary source of 
protein, with fish being the primary 
source. However, when widespread loss 
of jobs and income occurs due to poor 
fish harvests, bushmeat becomes an 
important source of income and 

sustenance, leading to increased 
presence of hunters in protected areas 
and higher than average declines in 
wildlife (Brashares et al. 2004, pp. 
1180–1181). 

The sale of bushmeat is an important 
livelihood in Africa (Chardonnet et al. 
2010, p. 27; Mesochina et al. 2010a, p. 
38; Abwe and Morgan 2008, p. 26; 
Bennett et al. 2007, p. 885; Fa et al. 
2006, p. 507). The little meat produced 
from domestic livestock is unaffordable 
for common people (Bouché et al. 2010, 
p. 1001). Bushmeat hunting is rarely 
practiced solely for subsistence. It 
supplies meat for local consumption 
and trade, urban markets, and even 
international markets (Lindsey et al. 
2013b, pp. 86–87). Outlets for the sale 
of bushmeat have arisen in some areas, 
and full-time commercial bushmeat 
traders occur in most southern and 
eastern African countries (Lindsey et al. 
2013b, p. 86). Significant distribution of 
bushmeat to Europe and the United 
States, where it is sold at elevated 
prices, drives increasing 
commercialization of trade, a greater 
number of hunters, adoption of more 
efficient hunting methods, and an 
unprecedented pressure on wildlife 
populations (Stiles 2011 and Barnett 
2000 in Lindsey et al. 2013b, p. 88). 
Many illegal hunters are poor (Barnett 
2000 in Lindsey et al. 2013b, p. 88; 
Lindsey and Bento 2012, p. 37; Scholte 
2011, p. 7). Bushmeat trade can provide 
a quick income to purchase other food 
and essentials (Lindsey et al. 2013b, p. 
82; Lindsey and Bento 2012, p. 62). 
Hunters are wealthier than non-hunters 
(Knapp 2007 in Lindsey et al. 2013b, p. 
86) and enjoy elevated social status. 

This growing demand and the 
availability of modern weapons have led 
to many African wildlife species being 
hunted at unsustainable levels and the 
lion prey base becoming depleted in 
many areas (Hoppe-Dominik et al. 2011, 
p. 452; Chardonnet et al. 2010, pp. 6, 
13–14, 27; Packer et al. 2010, p. 8; Frank 
et al. 2006, p. 12). Because wildlife has 
been depleted in non-protected areas, 
illegal bushmeat hunters are 
increasingly focusing efforts on 
protected areas (Lindsey et al. 2013b, p. 
84). Weak management effectiveness 
and inadequate law enforcement have 
facilitated poaching for bushmeat in 
protected areas and resulted in a 
widespread decrease in large mammal 
populations, including lion prey, in 
these areas (Henschel et al. 2015b, 
unpaginated; Henschel et al. 2014, pp. 
5, 7; Lindsey et al. 2013b, pp. 84, 88; 
Lindsey and Bento 2012, p. 61; Scholte 
2011, p. 7; Bouché et al. 2010, pp. 99, 
1001; Brashares et al. 2004 in Craigie et 
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al. 2010, p. 2227; Fischer and 
Linsenmair 2001, p. 134). 

Significant decreases in prey 
abundance have occurred in protected 
areas throughout Africa (Lindsey et al. 
2013b, pp. 84, 85; Scholte 2011, pp. 2, 
8; Craigie et al. 2010, p. 2225); Botswana 
(Bauer et al. 2014, pp. 101, 103); CAR 
(Bouché et al. 2010, pp. 99, 1000; Roulet 
2004 in Bouché et al. 2010, p. 1002); 
Chad (Potgieter et al. 2009 in Bouché et 
al. 2010, p. 1002); Côte d’Ivoire (Fischer 
and Linsenmair 2001, p. 134); DRC 
(Martin and Hillman-Smith 1999 in 
Bouché et al. 2010, pp. 1001–1002); 
Ghana (Brashares et al. 2004, p. 1182); 
Kenya (Western et al. 2009, pp. 2, 3, 4); 
Mozambique (Lindsey and Bento 2012, 
p. 63); Sudan (UNEP 2006 in Bouché et 
al. 2010, p. 1001); Zambia (Simasiku et 
al. 2008 in Lindsey et al. 2013b, p. 84); 
and Zimbabwe (Zimbabwe Parks and 
Wildlife Management Authority 2015, p. 
9). Bouché et al. (2010, p. 1001) found 
that large wilderness areas spanning the 
boundaries of Chad, CAR, DRC, and 
Sudan suffered depleted wildlife 
abundance. Lindsey et al. (2013b, p. 84) 
concluded that the case studies 
represented only a tiny fraction of the 
areas in savannas that are severely 
impacted by bushmeat hunting. Craigie 
et al. (2010, p. 2226) stated their study 
might underestimate the extent of 
decline that has occurred in Africa’s 
protected areas because data came from 
sites with resources to carry out long- 
term monitoring programs and 
increased management may be 
associated with greater capacity to 
address threats. 

Low lion population densities have 
been found to correspond with low prey 
densities (Van Orsdol et al. 1985, 
Hayward et al. 2007 in Bauer et al. 
2015a, unpaginated; Bauer et al. 2014, 
p. 103; Bauer et al. 2010, p. 363). 
Regional trends in lion populations, as 
discussed above, mirror regional trends 
in herbivore populations in western, 
eastern, and southern Africa between 
1970 and 2005 (Bauer et al. 2015a, 
unpaginated; Henschel et al. 2015, 
unpaginated). Overall, Craigie et al. 
(2010, p. 2225) found a 59 percent 
decline in large mammal populations. 
Regional differences in herbivore 
population abundance were also 
detected. While population sizes in 
southern Africa increased by 24 percent, 
they declined by 52 percent and 85 
percent in eastern and western Africa, 
respectively (Craigie et al. 2010, p. 
2225). 

Continent-wide decreases in prey 
abundance in African protected areas 
are driven by human population growth 
(Craigie et al. 2010, p. 2225), especially 
along the boundaries of protected areas 

where human population growth rates 
are high, encroachment and habitat loss 
occurs, and people are dependent on 
bushmeat. Protected areas in Ethiopia, 
Mozambique, Tanzania, and Zambia are 
increasingly settled (Lindsey et al. 
2013b, pp. 87, 88; Lindsey and Bento 
2012, p. 64; Scholte 2011, p. 7). Hunting 
is more prevalent close to borders and 
near human settlements as the longer 
the distance, the more time, effort, and 
cost is needed to find and transport 
meat; the chances of detection are also 
increased with distance (Lindsey et al. 
2013b, pp. 84, 88; Brashares et al. 2001, 
p. 2475). Additionally, communities 
often retain livestock as assets and rely 
on bushmeat for daily protein needs 
(Barnett 2000 in Lindsey et al. 2013b, p. 
88). Furthermore, many communities 
lack the rights over land and in most 
cases in Botswana, Tanzania, Zambia, 
and Zimbabwe, the government retains 
a significant portion of revenue from 
wildlife; therefore, those that bear the 
costs of wildlife do not receive benefits, 
and bushmeat hunting is the only way 
to benefit from wildlife (Lindsey et al. 
2013b, p. 88). 

Throughout the African range 
countries, hunting of wildlife is 
regulated by various laws and 
regulations and harvests are controlled 
through permitting systems and quotas 
(Lindsey et al. 2013b, pp. 82–83). In 
many countries, the use of snares, 
poison, and automatic weapons, among 
other methods, is prohibited. Single- 
shot firearms, muzzle-loading firearms, 
shot guns, and bows and arrows are 
legal under certain circumstances when 
permitted, and in some cases specific 
calibers and bow strengths are given 
depending on the species being hunted 
(Lindsey et al. 2013b, p. 82). Hunting 
laws also specify hunting seasons and 
prohibit hunting in certain protected 
areas, hunting certain species, and 
hunting young or pregnant animals. 
Therefore, bushmeat hunting is illegal 
in most situations due to violations of 
one or more of these restrictions 
(Lindsey et al. 2013b, p. 83). However, 
penalties for violations are inadequate 
and do not inhibit illegal bushmeat 
hunting. Penalties typically comprise 
warnings, community service, or fines 
that are often lower than the value of the 
meat, or the hunter is not penalized at 
all. Many governments lack the will and 
most state wildlife agencies lack the 
resources or expertise to effectively 
enforce laws (Lindsey et al. 2013b, 
p.88). Some government officials and 
police are known to purchase bushmeat, 
despite it coming from an illegal source, 
which further contributes to ineffective 
regulation of illegal hunting (Lindsey 

and Bento 2012, p. 63). Given the 
widespread and significant decrease in 
lion prey throughout its range in Africa, 
it is apparent that enforcement of laws 
and regulations is not adequate. 
Additionally, weak management of 
protected areas has caused declining 
prey populations (Henschel et al. 2015, 
unpaginated; Henschel et al. 2014, pp. 
5–6; Craigie et al. 2010, entire). 

The human population in the 
developing world is projected to 
increase rapidly, suggesting human 
pressure on protected areas will also 
increase (Lindsey et al. 2013b, p. 84; 
Brashares et al. 2001, p. 2475). Without 
intervention, wildlife resources will be 
lost in many areas with severe 
ecological impacts (Lindsey et al. 2013b, 
p. 84). Because lion densities closely 
mirror prey densities, we can expect 
that lion populations will also be lost in 
Africa. 

Human-Lion Conflict 
The lion population in and around 

the Gir Protected Area, India, lives 
among and is surrounded by many 
pastoral and forest settlements (Banerjee 
and Jhala 2012, p. 1421; Singh and 
Gibson 2011 in Banerjee and Jhala 2012, 
p. 1421; Banerjee et al. 2010, p. 249; 
Singh 2007 in Jhala et al. 2009, p. 3385). 
The lion population of Gir has increased 
and dispersed into the large agro- 
pastoral area adjacent to the protected 
area. Only 10 percent of lions in India 
occur in the human-free portion of Gir 
National Park (Banerjee et al. 2013, p. 
8). Conflict there, like in Africa, arises 
from predation of livestock and 
associated threats to security of pastoral 
livelihoods (Karanth and Chellam in 
Banerjee et al. 2013, p. 1). The lion’s 
diet there includes livestock (Banerjee et 
al. 2013, p. 6; Meena et al. 2011, pp. 63– 
65). Between 2001 and 2010 the number 
of villages reporting depredation of 
livestock increased (Meena et al. 2014, 
pp. 122–123). Additionally, Meena 
(2012, p. 36) found that in all Forest 
Divisions, except Gir West, annual 
livestock predation increased more than 
100 percent in 5 years. However, despite 
the lion’s close occupation with human 
settlements and increased predation on 
livestock, human-lion conflict and 
associated retaliatory killing was not 
found to be a major source of lion 
mortality (Pathak et al. 2002 in Banerjee 
and Jhala 2012, p. 1427), mainly due to 
low economic losses via certain 
husbandry practices and a 
compensation scheme (Meena et al. 
2014, pp. 123, 124; Banerjee et al. 2013, 
pp. 6–7, 8), cultural ethics (Raval 1991 
in Banerjee et al. 2013, p. 2; Banerjee et 
al. 2013, p. 8), and strict legal 
enforcement (Banerjee et al. 2013, p. 8). 
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Although some lions have been killed 
(Meena 2008 and Meena et al. 2007 in 
Meena 2010, p. 211), the lion 
population remained stable between 
2001 and 2010 (Meena et al. 2014, p. 
123). 

Although human-lion conflict is not 
currently considered a threat to the lion 
population in India due to tolerance of 
lion presence by the pastoralist 
community (Banerjee et al. 2013, pp. 1– 
2, 8; Pathak et al. 2002 in Banerjee and 
Jhala 2012, p. 1427), human-caused 
mortality is likely to increase in the 
future due to increased human-lion 
conflict and will be a major threat to the 
persistence of the lion population 
(Banerjee and Jhala 2012, p. 1428). 
Similar to the observed transition in the 
Maasai community in eastern Africa, 
traditional value systems of pastoralists 
in India are rapidly changing under the 
influence of globalization and free 
markets. The younger generation is 
becoming less tolerant to even small 
monetary losses. These changes in 
attitudes will likely result in less 
tolerance of livestock loss to lions 
(Banerjee et al. 2013, p. 8). An indefinite 
increase in humans and livestock within 
Gir Forests would upset the current 
balance by altering forest composition 
or population dynamics of prey species 
and would be detrimental to 
conservation (Banerjee et al. 2013, p. 8). 
Furthermore, with an expanding lion 
population that disperses and uses 
habitat in agro-pastoral areas densely 
populated with human villages, there is 
an increased potential for human-lion 
conflict (Meena 2010 and Singh 2007 in 
Meena et al. 2014, pp. 120, 121). Due to 
high human density and demand for 
land, most human-free protected areas 
in India, and elsewhere, are too small to 
hold viable populations of large 
carnivores for the long term (Narain et 
al. 2005 and Karanth 2003 in Banerjee 
et al. 2013, p. 8). 

Human-lion conflict and associated 
retaliatory killing of lions has played a 
major role in the reduction of lion 
populations throughout Africa (Lion 
Guardians 2013, p. 1; Lion Guardians 
2011, p. 2; Hazzah and Dolrenry 2007, 
p. 21; Frank et al. 2006, p. 1; Patterson 
et al. 2004, p. 508) and is a threat to 
remaining lion populations (Bauer et al. 
2010, p. 363; Hazzah et al. 2009, p. 
2428; Moghari 2009, p. 31; Kissui 2008, 
p. 422; Frank et al. 2006, pp. 1, 3, 10; 
Ray et al. 2005 in Hazzah 2006, p. 2; 
IUCN 2006b, p. 18). Conflict between 
humans and wildlife has been linked to 
population declines, reduction in range, 
impacts to small population 
demographics, and even species 
extinctions (Dickman 2013, p. 377; 
Sogbohossou et al. 2011, p. 61; Begg and 

Begg 2010, p. 2; Hazzah et al. 2009, p. 
2428; Moghari 2009, p. 36; Kissui 2008, 
p. 422; Hazzah 2006, pp. 15, 23, 25). 

Human-lion conflict stems from 
human population growth and the 
resulting overlap of humans and 
wildlife habitat, with associated 
livestock encroachment and decreasing 
availability of prey (Hoppe-Dominik et 
al. 2011, p. 452; Chardonnet et al. 2010, 
pp. 6, 13–14; Frank et al. 2006, p. 12; 
Hazzah 2006, pp. 14, 15). Lion 
populations are increasingly restricted 
to protected areas due to human 
expansion and associated expansion of 
livestock husbandry and agricultural 
activities. Despite being within 
protected areas, lions, due to their large 
home range, often range beyond 
protected area borders where they are 
exposed to and impacted by people 
living on adjacent land. Therefore, most 
conflict occurs at protected area 
boundaries (Henschel 2015, pers. 
comm.; Woodroffe and Ginsberg 1998, 
p. 2126). It is along these borders that 
villages are often established and 
human encroachment occurs due to 
conversion of natural habitats for 
agriculture and grazing livestock, which 
increases the chance of human-lion 
encounters (Sogbohossou et al. 2011, 
pp. 51, 62; Chardonnet et al. 2010, p. 23; 
Mesochina et al. 2010a, p. 39; 
Mesochina et al. 2010b, p. 33; Moghari 
2009, p. 14). Furthermore, cattle herders 
enter the protected areas, and lions 
move beyond the borders of protected 
areas in search of food, increasing 
interactions between humans and lions 
and the risk of human-lion conflict 
(Burkina Faso 2014, pp. 19–20, 21; 
Hazzah et al. 2013, p. 1; Republic of 
Namibia 2013, p. 13; Bauer et al. 2010, 
p. 365; Chardonnet et al. 2010, pp. 11– 
12; Mesochina et al. 2010a, p. 39; 
Mesochina et al. 2010b, p. 33; Packer et 
al. 2010, pp. 2, 6; Gebresenbet et al. 
2009, p. 9; Moghari 2009, pp. 1, 14, 25, 
26, 78; Kissui 2008, p. 422; Hazzah 
2006, p. 2). Hunting zones are thought 
to serve as buffers; however, these areas 
are not adequate as a low density of 
competitors in these areas may attract 
wildlife, including lions, which further 
disperse into villages, causing conflicts 
(Sogbohossou et al. 2011, p. 51). Lion 
attacks can have various impacts on 
those communities that coexist with 
conflict-causing animals, generating 
resentment towards them. When lions 
in Africa cause or are perceived to cause 
damage to livestock, property, or 
people, the response is generally to kill 
them (Dickman 2013, pp. 378–379; 
Moghari 2009, p. 25; Frank et al. 2006, 
p. 1). 

Attacks on Livestock in Africa 
The most significant cause of human- 

lion conflict is livestock depredation. In 
addition to bushmeat trade, the demand 
for food to meet increasing needs of a 
growing population has been met by 
intensified agriculture and livestock 
practices (Chardonnet et al. 2010, p. 19). 
As natural habitats are converted to 
agricultural or pastoral land, the lion’s 
natural prey base is further reduced 
(Chardonnet et al. 2010, p. 27; 
Gebresenbet et al. 2009, p. 9). As a result 
of prey species becoming depleted in 
many areas, lions seek out livestock 
(and in some cases, humans) for food 
(Zimbabwe Parks and Wildlife 
Management Authority 2015, p. 9; 
Burkina Faso 2014, p. 20; Hoppe- 
Dominik et al. 2011, p. 452; Chardonnet 
et al. 2010, pp. 6, 13–14, 27; 
Gebresenbet et al. 2009, p. 9; Moghari 
2009, pp. 78, 83; Frank et al. 2006, p. 
12; Hazzah 2006, pp. 17–18; Patterson et 
al. 2004, pp. 507, 514). Therefore, lion 
attacks occur at the highest frequency in 
areas where natural prey abundance is 
lowest (Packer et al. 2010, p. 9; Frank 
et al. 2006, pp. 9, 12; Patterson et al. 
2004, p. 507). 

Pastoralists allow increasing numbers 
of livestock to graze in and adjacent to 
protected areas, and villagers farm up to 
the boundaries of protected areas, 
subjecting livestock and humans to 
lions and increasing the risk of 
predation and the number of livestock 
lost to predation (Brugiére et al. 2015, p. 
514; Bauer et al. 2014, p. 98; Burkina 
Faso 2014, pp. 19–22; Hazzah 2013, p. 
1; Chardonnet et al. 2010, pp. 11–12; 
Uganda Wildlife Authority 2010, p. 27; 
Moghari 2009, pp. 1, 90). Additionally, 
poor husbandry practices and grazing of 
livestock within or adjacent to protected 
areas increase exposure of livestock to 
lions and increase livestock loss 
(Uganda Wildlife Authority 2010, p. 27; 
Woodroffe and Frank 2005 in Moghari 
2009, p. 35; Hazzah and Dolrenry 2007, 
pp. 22–23). Furthermore, conversion of 
rangeland to agricultural use has 
blocked several migratory routes for 
Tanzania’s wildebeest and zebra 
populations, which likely forces lions to 
rely more on livestock (Packer et al. 
2010, p. 9). Because most protected 
areas are too small to support a lion’s 
large home range, adjacent dispersal 
areas are often used for supplementary 
food, putting them in greater contact 
with livestock and humans (Kissui 
2009, p. 422; Moghari 2009, p. 27). 
Conditions worsen as livestock numbers 
and area under cultivation increase, 
leading to overgrazing, further habitat 
destruction, and greater depredation 
rates (Gebresenbet et al. 2009, p. 9; 
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Hazzah 2006, p. 61; Frank et al. 2005, 
Ntiati 2002, Mishra 1997, Meriggi and 
Lovari 1996, Rao 1996, Mech et al. 1988 
in Hazzah 2006, p. 18). 

The use of fences to subdivide 
rangeland interferes with traditional wet 
and dry season grazing schedules for 
livestock and wildlife (Hazzah 2006, pp. 
58–59). Restricting wildlife movement 
reduces wild prey and, when combined 
with an increase in livestock numbers, 
increases the rate of human-lion conflict 
(Hazzah 2006, pp. 59, 61). Although 
well-built bomas (a livestock enclosure) 
can effectively constrain cattle and keep 
predators out (Frank et al. 2006, p. 8), 
they are traditionally built to keep 
livestock confined, but do not offer 
effective protection from predators 
(Moghari 2009, p. 35). In the absence of 
reliable methods for protecting 
livestock, some amount of depredation 
can be expected, and some lions can 
become habitual livestock killers (Frank 
et al. 2006, p. 9). 

Rates of livestock depredation vary 
with regional rainfall that correlate with 
prey availability, including changes in 
herding strategies, movement of prey, 
and movement of lions (Lion Guardians 
2011, p. 6; Moghari 2009, p. 32; Hazzah 
2006, pp. 17, 18; Patterson et al. 2004, 
p. 514). For example, in some parts of 
Zimbabwe, Kenya, and Tanzania, 
livestock losses occur during the dry 
season. During this time, herders travel 
farther for forage and water, they use 
temporary bomas that are typically 
weak, they are unfamiliar with 
carnivore movements in these new 
areas, and livestock are weak due to 
disease, which makes them more 
vulnerable to predator attacks by lions 
(Hazzah 2006, p. 17). Additionally, 
herders are dependent on resources 
within protected areas, and livestock 
may be left to wander for days or weeks 
during a prolonged drought to find 
forage, increasing opportunities for 
attacks on livestock by lions 
(Sogbohossou et al. 2011, p. 44; 
Chardonnet et al. 2010, p. 24; Frank et 
al. 2006, p. 6). In Benin, other parts of 
Kenya, the Maasai Steppe region of 
Tanzania, and Queen Elizabeth National 
Park, Uganda, livestock losses were 
greater during or following the rainy 
season (Sogbohossou et al. 2011, p. 49; 
Moghari 2009, p. 88; Kissui 2008, pp. 
427, 428; Frank et al. 2006, p. 6; 
Patterson et al. 2004, pp. 510, 514). 
Weakened prey and readily available 
carcasses provide easy meals during 
times of drought, and wild herbivores 
tend to concentrate near available water 
sources, making them easier to prey on 
and leading to fewer livestock attacks. 
However, when rains return, the 
abundant grass makes wild prey harder 

to catch, and lions may turn to 
livestock. Migratory prey species such 
as zebra and wildebeest will move to 
other areas for forage and replenished 
water sources, leaving lions to turn to 
livestock as an alternate food source. 
Migratory prey may also move outside 
of protected areas. Opportunities for 
livestock predation on communal land 
increase when lions follow migratory 
prey out of protected areas 
(Sogbohossou et al. 2011, p. 50; Packer 
et al. 2010, p. 9; Kissui 2008, p. 427; 
Patterson et al. 2004, p. 514; Frank et al. 
2006, p. 6). 

Traditional livestock husbandry 
practices are effective at reducing 
depredation of livestock by lions 
(Chardonnet et al. 2010, p. 35; Moghari 
2009, p. 35; Frank et al. 2006, p. 2; 
Hazzah 2006, p. 22). These practices 
include livestock being closely herded 
by men and dogs during the day and 
being brought into bomas at night with 
people living in huts around them 
(Frank et al. 2006, p. 4). However, 
traditional practices are being replaced 
by less diligent husbandry practices, 
which is increasing conflict (Woodroffe 
and Frank 2005 in Moghari 2009, p. 35; 
Frank et al. 2006, pp. 2, 10; Hazzah and 
Dolrenry 2007, p. 23). In Botswana, 
livestock are often left to wander 
outside bomas at night (Frank et al. 
2006, p. 5). In Kenya and Tanzania, 
social changes are altering traditional 
Maasai pastoral livelihoods, reducing 
dependency on livestock, and reducing 
traditional livestock care and 
management, leaving livestock more 
vulnerable to predation (Chardonnet et 
al. 2010, p. 35; Hazzah and Dolrenry 
2007, pp. 22–23). Young Maasai boys 
traditionally guarded herds at night; 
however, increased access to schools 
has left herds unattended to wander into 
predator areas at night (Chardonnet et 
al. 2010, p. 35). 

In the Pendjari area of Benin, 
traditional enclosures are low with few 
branches. These structures and the lack 
of enclosures encourage livestock 
predation (Butler 2000, Mazzolli et al. 
2002, and Wang and Macdonald 2006 in 
Sogbohossou et al. 2011, p. 51). 
Surveillance of a main pasture area 
south of Waza National Park in 
Cameroon and improved enclosures 
around Waza National Park and 
Pendjari National Park, Benin, led to a 
significant decrease in depredation 
(Bauer et al. 2010, p. 365). However, 
people do not invest much into 
improving enclosures even though they 
appear to be economically efficient, 
ecologically effective, and culturally 
acceptable. Even enclosures that were 
built as part of a conservation project 
were not used full time due to lack of 

labor and, in some cases, the herd being 
too large for the enclosures (Bauer et al. 
2010, p. 365). 

Attacks on Humans in Africa 
Although lions generally avoid 

people, they will occasionally prey on 
humans, causing serious injury or death 
(Dickman 2013, pp. 380, 384; 
Chardonnet et al. 2010, pp. 11, 12, 13; 
Moghari 2009, pp. 14, 49, 26, 88; Bauer 
et al. 2001 in Moghari 2009, pp. 31, 78, 
84; Frank et al. 2006, p. 1; Hazzah 2006, 
pp. 14, 17; Patterson et al. 2004, p. 507). 
Attacks on humans appear to be more 
frequent in southern and eastern Africa 
and rare in western and central Africa 
(Bauer et al. 2010, p. 363; Chardonnet et 
al. 2010, pp. 12, 13; Mesochina et al. 
2010a, pp. 29–30; Frank et al. 2006, pp. 
1, 10), although attacks on humans have 
been reported in Burkina Faso (Burkina 
Faso 2014, pp. 19, 22). Environmental 
factors such as vegetative cover, habitat, 
climate, seasonality, and prey 
availability may affect the rate of attacks 
on humans. A certain amount of 
vegetative cover is crucial for lion’s 
hunting success; however, in some 
cases, the vegetative cover may make it 
more difficult to catch prey, leading to 
more attacks on humans. Additionally, 
dense cover near settlements allows 
lions to hide or stalk humans at a close 
distance (Mesochina et al. 2010a, p. 39; 
Moghari 2009, p. 85; Frank et al. 2006, 
p. 12). 

Provoked attacks on humans are 
usually associated with someone 
approaching a lion too closely or trying 
to injure or kill it and stealing a lion’s 
prey for bushmeat (Chardonnet et al. 
2010, p. 14; Uganda Wildlife Authority 
2010, p. 27). Unprovoked attacks are 
usually associated with old, sick, or 
injured lions that turn to humans as 
easy prey. Additionally, there are risks 
of unprovoked attacks associated with 
certain human activities. These 
activities include walking alone at 
night, sleeping outside, and surprising a 
lion, particularly if it has cubs (Begg and 
Begg 2010, pp. 3, 21; Chardonnet et al. 
2010, pp. 14, 15; Mesochina et al. 
2010a, pp. 38, 39; Mesochina et al. 
2010b, p. 32; Uganda Wildlife Authority 
2010, p. 27; Moghari 2009, p. 85; Frank 
et al. 2006, pp. 11, 12). The most 
common context for attacks on humans 
occurs during harvest, due to prey 
dispersal during the wet season, bush 
pig attraction to crops, and because 
humans are particularly vulnerable in 
makeshift tents while protecting crops 
(Frank et al. 2006, p. 12). 

Retaliatory Killing of Lions in Africa 
Livestock provide an economic value 

to humans, particularly those in extreme 
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poverty who rely solely on livestock for 
their protein source and livelihood. 
When lions have no economic value to 
local communities and they kill or are 
perceived to kill livestock, the economic 
impact can be significant (Bauer et al. 
2015a, unpaginated; Hazzah et al. 2014, 
p. 852; Chardonnet et al. 2010, p. 12; 
Mesochina et al. 2010a, p. 38; 
Mesochina et al. 2010b, p. 33; 
Gebresenbet et al. 2009, p. 9; Moghari 
2009, pp. 4, 25, 49; Kissui 2008, pp. 423, 
429; Hazzah 2006, p. 24; IUCN 2006a, 
pp. 23, 24; IUCN 2006b. pp. 18–19; 
Frank et al. 2006, p. 3). Subsequently, 
those lions that reside on the edge and 
outside of protected areas, where there 
is an increased risk of exposure to 
humans and livestock, are subject to 
retaliatory killing across Africa. 
Boundary transgression leads to lions 
predating on livestock, and in turn, be 
subject to pre-emptive or retaliatory 
killing (Bauer et al. 2014, pp. 98, 103; 
Funston 2011, pp. 1, 3, 5, 6–7); 
however, this type of killing of lions 
also occurs within protected areas 
(Henschel et al. 2015, unpaginated; 
Zimbabwe Parks and Wildlife 
Management Authority 2015, p. 10; 
Burkina Faso 2014, pp. 19, 21, 22; 
Tumenta et al. 2009 and Henschel et al. 
2010 in Sogbohossou et al. 2011, p. 100; 
Moghari 2009, p. 49). Furthermore, 
killing of lions outside of protected 
areas may disrupt movement of lions to 
other areas that could contribute to the 
viability of larger resident populations 
(White 2015, pers. comm.). This 
occurrence greatly impacts already- 
dwindling lion populations. Even if 
mortality occurs outside of protected 
areas, population dynamics inside 
protected areas are negatively impacted. 
When lions outside of protected areas 
are removed, either through retaliatory 
killings or trophy hunting, territorial 
gaps that are left are filled by lions from 
closer to the core of the protected area, 
exposing more lions to human–lion 
conflict along the borders of the 
protected area and creating a population 
sink (Brugiére et al. 2015, p. 514; 
Sogbohossou 2014, p. 3; Loveridge et al. 
2007, pp. 552, 555; Woodroffe and 
Ginsberg 1998, p. 2162). 

The availability of guns and poison 
makes killing suspected predators 
cheaper and easier than other control 
methods, such as reinforcing bomas 
(Hazzah et al. 2009, p. 2429; Moghari 
2009, p. 35; Frank et al. 2006, p. 14; 
Hazzah 2006, p. 3). Spearing, shooting, 
trapping, and poisoning of lions, as 
either a preventive measure or in 
retaliation for livestock and human 
attacks, occurs regularly (Brugiére et al. 
2015, p. 519; Bauer et al. 2015a, 

unpaginated; Tanzania 2015, p. 13; 
Republic of Namibia 2013, pp. 12, 13– 
14; Begg and Begg 2010, p. 15; 
Chardonnet et al. 2010, pp. 41–42; 
Packer et al. 2010, pp. 9–10; Uganda 
Wildlife Authority 2010, pp. 13, 42; 
Gebrensenbet et al. 2009, p. 7; Hazzah 
et al. 2009, p. 2429; Moghari 2009, pp. 
52, 89, 91; Ikanda 2008, pp. 5–6; Hazzah 
and Dolrenry 2007, p. 21; Frank et al. 
2006, pp. 2–4, 7; Hazzah 2006, p. 52; 
IUCN 2006b, p. 15). Retaliatory killings 
have been reported as a significant 
threat to lion populations in protected 
areas of western and central Africa 
(Tumenta et al. 2009 and Henschel et al. 
2010 in Sogbohossou et al. 2011, p. 
100), Botswana (Bauer et al. 2014, pp. 
98, 103), Botswana and South Africa 
(Kgaladi Transfrontier Park; Funston 
2011, p. 1), Cameroon (Delongh et al. 
2009 and Tumenta et al. 2010 in 
Sogbohossou et al. 2011, p. 60), Kenya 
(Patterson et al. 2004, Kolowski and 
Holekamp 2006, and Hazzah et al. 2009 
in Sogbohossou et al. 2011, p. 60), 
Tanzania (Tanzania 2015, p. 13; Kissui 
2008 in Sogbohossou et al. 2011, p. 60), 
and Zimbabwe (Zimbabwe Parks and 
Wildlife Management Authority 2015, p. 
10). 

In areas of high conflict, identifying 
the responsible animal is often difficult, 
and a token animal may be killed 
instead (Hazzah 2006, p. 25), leaving the 
problem lion to continue to attack and 
the potential for additional retaliatory 
killings. In Tanzania, game officers kill 
numerous lions each year in retaliation 
for attacks (Frank et al. 2006, p. 12). 
Whereas shooting or spearing target 
specific problem animals, poisoning is 
indiscriminate and is known to remove 
entire prides at once (Frank et al. 2006, 
pp. 2, 10, Living with Lions no date, 
unpaginated). In the absence of reliable 
methods for protecting livestock, rural 
people often turn to indiscriminant 
methods, like poisoning, to control 
livestock depredation. Poisoning is an 
easy method for lethal control since it 
is readily available, and reinforcing 
bomas or more carefully tending 
livestock requires time and effort. The 
use of Furadan, a widely available and 
cheap agricultural pesticide, is 
particularly lethal to wildlife and is 
increasingly being used to kill predators 
in small pastoralist areas of Kenya and 
Tanzania. Livestock carcasses are 
doused with the poison, killing 
predators and scavengers that feed on 
them (Frank et al. 2006, pp. 2, 10, Living 
with Lions no date, unpaginated). 
Poisoning of bush pig carcasses to kill 
lions is not uncommon after attacks on 
humans. These practices have serious 

negative impacts on lion populations 
(Frank et al. 2006, p. 9). 

Studies have shown that lion 
populations are declining in areas 
where pastoralism persists and the 
presence of mobile pastoralists are a 
good indicator of lion extinction 
(Brugiére et al. 2015, p. 519; Hazzah et 
al. 2009, p. 2428). Within protected 
areas, human–wildlife conflict is likely 
under-reported because cattle herders 
are within the protected areas illegally 
and, therefore, unlikely to report it 
(Chardonnet et al. 2010, p. 14; 
Mesochina et al. 2010b, p. 34). For 
example, Etosha National Park and 
Caprivi Game Park have the highest 
rates of lions killed per 100 km2, yet it 
may be that just under half of the lions 
that are killed are reported (Republic of 
Namibia 2013, p. 14). Although we do 
not have information on human–lion 
conflict from all lion range countries, it 
is reasonable to conclude that lions are 
being killed as a result of conflict in all 
major African range countries, due to 
their depredation on livestock (Frank et 
al. 2006, p. 4). 

Factors That Drive Retaliation in Africa 
Several anthropogenic factors drive 

the level of resentment towards lions 
and the extent of retaliatory killing 
(Dickman 2013, pp. 379, 385), including 
the extent of the loss caused by the lions 
and the wealth and security of the 
people affected (Dickman 2013, p. 381; 
Mesochina et al. 2010b, p. 54; Moghari 
2009, pp. 14, 25; Hazzah 2006, p. 81). 
Depending on alternative assets or 
incomes, the economic impact of lions 
killing livestock can be significant. 
Domestic livestock can provide manure, 
milk, and meat, and are the basis of 
many family incomes, savings, and 
social standing; losses can amount to a 
large proportion of a subsistence 
herder’s annual income. These losses 
are generally uncompensated, 
reinforcing negative community 
attitudes toward lions and causing 
retaliation (Dickman 2013, pp. 380, 381; 
Chardonnet et al. 2010, pp. 11, 12, 18, 
29; Hazzah et al. 2009, p. 2428; Moghari 
2009, pp. 14, 25, 27, 36; Kissui 2008, pp. 
422–423). Furthermore, a common 
perception among local communities is 
that lions are conserved at the cost of 
community safety and uncompensated 
financial losses. When the people who 
suffer significant costs from wildlife feel 
that the wildlife’s needs are being put 
before their own needs, their frustration 
can lead to retaliatory killings (Dickman 
2013, p. 382). Additionally, government 
officials and local tour and hunting 
operators experience economic gain 
from lions, whereas the communities 
bear the costs in livestock losses 
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(Hazzah et al. 2014, p. 852). This 
situation further contributes to negative 
attitudes toward lion conservation 
programs (Moghari 2009, p. 37). 

Lions are particularly vulnerable to 
retributive killing because they are often 
driven by a perceived level of lion 
predation on livestock rather than actual 
levels of conflict. In some locations, 
other predators (e.g., baboons (Papio 
ursinus), spotted hyenas (Crocuta 
crocuta), and leopards (Panthera 
pardus)) as well as disease are 
responsible for the majority of livestock 
losses and human casualties, yet it is 
lions that are sought and killed more 
often. In the Pendjari Biosphere Reserve, 
Sogbohossou et al. (2011, p. 74) found 
that just one case of a nonlethal attack 
on a human in a decade and mere 
rumors of attacks in other regions was 
enough to cause people to perceive lions 
as a threat. Negative perceptions of lions 
may be based on an over-estimated 
number of lions in a community or 
protected area and an over-estimated 
number of human–lion conflicts 
(Dickman 2013, p. 380; Begg and Begg 
2010, p. 20; Chardonnet et al. 2010, pp. 
12, 21–22; Hazzah et al. 2009, p. 2436; 
Maclennan et al. 2009 in Hazzah et al. 
2009, p. 2429; Moghari 2009, pp. 77–78, 
107, 150; Holmern et al. 2007 in 
Moghari 2009, p. 34; Butler 2001 in 
Moghari 2009, p. 34; Kissui 2008, pp. 
426, 428, 429; Hazzah 2006, pp. 18–19, 
83–85, 96, 98, 107, 111; Patterson et al. 
2004, pp. 514, 515). One cause for the 
disproportionate blame put on lions is 
that the lion is a highly visible species. 
It is a large-bodied species that lives in 
groups and has cultural significance. 
Because of its physical presence, there 
is often a hyper-awareness of the 
potential risk for lion attacks and lions 
may be blamed simply because they 
have been seen in an area (Dickman 
2013, pp. 380–381). 

Cultural beliefs and traditions can 
have a negative impact on lions. 
Because cattle are of great cultural 
significance to Maasai, their loss can 
impose social or cultural costs and 
incite greater resentment and higher 
levels of retributive killing (Dickman 
2013, p. 384; Kissui 2008, p. 429; 
Hazzah 2006, p. 99). Cultural beliefs 
still motivate ritual lion hunts for young 
Maasai warriors. Despite being 
outlawed, this practice persists due to 
community secrecy. However, it is 
easily disguised as retaliatory killings 
for livestock predation. The prohibition 
of ritual lion hunts provides a greater 
incentive for participating in retaliatory 
hunts (Hazzah et al. 2014, p. 852; Packer 
et al. 2010, p. 10; Moghari 2009, pp. 13– 
14, 28; Ikanda 2008, pp. 5, 6; Kissui 
2008, p. 423; Frank et al. 2006, p. 10; 

Hazzah 2006, p. 99). In some areas of 
Africa, locals believe in ‘‘spirit lions,’’ a 
lion whose body is overtaken by evil to 
kill rivals or their livestock (West 2001 
in Dickman 2013, pp. 381–382). Because 
people believe spirit lions are created by 
their enemies, the number of perceived 
spirit lions, and killing of these lions, 
increases during times of social tension 
(Dickman 2013, p. 382.) 

Cultural beliefs can also have a 
positive impact on lions. An association 
with a totem is an important component 
of certain cultures and could explain 
why retaliatory killing is uncommon in 
some areas despite negative perceptions. 
However, the positive impact may not 
continue as cultural beliefs dwindle due 
to urbanization and modernization 
(Sogbohossou et al. 2011, pp. 73, 75). 

Social tensions within tribes and 
between local communities and other 
communities, the government, park 
officials, or tourists can lead to conflict 
and retributive killing of lions (Dickman 
2013, p. 382; Hazzah 2006, p. 75). 
Locals often report that wildlife 
authorities do not react effectively when 
chronic livestock raiders are reported 
(Frank et al. 2006, p. 9). Significant 
numbers of lions have been killed when 
promised benefits were not received or 
adequate compensation was not 
provided for livestock and human losses 
(Dickman 2013, p. 383; Hazzah 2006, p. 
45). 

Trophy Hunting 
Lions are a key species in sport 

hunting, or trophy hunting, as they are 
considered one of the ‘‘big five’’ African 
species (lion, leopard, elephant, rhino, 
and cape buffalo) touted to be the most 
challenging to hunt due to their 
nimbleness, speed, and behavioral 
unpredictability (Lindsey et al. 2012a, 
p. 2). However, with the documented 
decline in lion population numbers 
throughout Africa, sport hunting of 
lions for trophies has become a highly 
complex issue. 

Trophy hunting is carried out in a 
number of range countries and is 
considered an important management 
tool for conserving land and providing 
financial resources for lion 
conservation. However, management 
programs are not always sufficient to 
deter unsustainable off takes (harvests), 
which has occurred in many areas 
(Lindsey et al. 2013a, pp. 8–9; Packer et 
al. 2006 in Bauer et al. 2015a, 
unpaginated). Documented declines in 
lion populations of Africa are a result, 
in part, of mismanaged trophy hunting 
(Rosenblatt et al. 2014, entire; 
Sogbohossou et al. 2014, entire; Becker 
et al. 2013, entire; Lindsey et al. 2013a, 
entire; Packer et al. 2013, p. 636; Croes 

et al. 2011, entire; Packer et al. 2011, 
entire; Loveridge et al. 2007, entire). 
Depending on how trophy hunting is 
regulated and managed, trophy hunting 
can be a tool for conservation, but may 
also have negative impacts on lions 
(Bauer et al. 2015a, unpaginated; 
Lindsey et al. 2013a, p. 1; Whitman et 
al. 2004, pp. 176–177; Loveridge et al. 
2007, p. 548). 

In response to growing international 
recognition of reduced population 
numbers, many countries began 
implementing moratoriums banning the 
sport hunting of lions. In this document 
we use the terms moratorium and ban 
interchangeably. A ban or moratorium 
can be permanent, long term, or 
temporary, and can occur in countries 
that have hunting quotas in place (e.g., 
Botswana and Zambia). Having both a 
moratorium and a quota in place at the 
same time means that, although the 
country may have a hunting quota, the 
country has halted authorization of 
trophy hunting pursuant to that quota 
until some later date or until some 
further action is taken, as prescribed by 
that country. 

Trophy hunting is currently banned 
in 12 range countries: Angola, 
Botswana, Congo, Gabon, Ghana, India, 
Kenya, Malawi, Mauritania, Niger, 
Nigeria, and Rwanda (CITES 2014, p. 
14; Meena 2014, p. 26; Lindsey et al. 
2013a, entire; Lindsey 2013, pers. 
comm.; Jackson 2013, pp. 7–8). In 1977, 
Kenya banned all sport hunting (Elliot 
and Mwangi 1998, p. 3). Botswana 
banned lion hunting between 2001 and 
2004, and then again from 2008 to the 
present (Davison et al. 2011, p. 114). 
Benin imposed a 2-year moratorium, 
and CAR a 3-year moratorium, in the 
early 2000s (Lindsey et al. 2013a, p. 4). 
In January of 2013, Zambia placed a 
moratorium on sport hunting in 19 game 
management areas. While a few other 
game management areas and private 
game ranches in Zambia remain open 
for sport hunting for other species, the 
nationwide moratorium on sport 
hunting of cats remains in place (White 
2015, pers. comm.; ABC News 2014, 
unpaginated; Flocken 2013, 
unpaginated). Trophy hunting is 
restricted to problem or dangerous 
animals in Ethiopia and Uganda 
(Lindsey 2008, p. 42). In our proposed 
rule, we had conflicting information 
regarding whether Cameroon had or has 
a lion hunting moratorium (CITES 2014, 
p. 14; Lindsey 2013, pers. comm.; 
Jackson 2013, p. 8). During the public 
comment period, a peer reviewer 
confirmed that Cameroon has not put a 
moratorium in place for lions, either in 
the past or present (Bauer 2015, pers. 
comm.). Additionally, Zimbabwe has 
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suspended trophy hunting in the 
Gonarezhou area (Conservation Force 
2015, pers. comm.). 

As of May 2014, approximately 18 
countries in Africa allowed legal 
hunting of lions for trophies: Benin, 
Burkina Faso, CAR, DRC, Ethiopia, Côte 
d’Ivoire, Mali, Mozambique, Namibia, 
Senegal, Somalia, RSA, Sudan, 
Tanzania, Togo, Uganda, Zambia 
(nationwide moratorium on sport 
hunting of cats is currently in place), 
and Zimbabwe. However, in 2013 lion 
trophy hunting was documented to 
occur in only 8 countries, specifically 
Benin, Burkina Faso, CAR, 
Mozambique, Namibia, South Africa 
(RSA), Tanzania, and Zimbabwe 
(Lindsey 2013, pers. comm.). Four 
countries, Burundi, Guinea Bissau, 
Lesotho, and Swaziland, provide no 
legal protection for lions (CITES 2014, 
p. 14). 

Where trophy hunting occurs, quotas 
are set by the government for the 
purpose of limiting the actual number of 
lions killed (offtake) during a given 
timeframe. A scientifically based quota 
is the maximum number of a given 
species that can be removed from a 
specific population without damaging 
the biological integrity and 
sustainability of that population (World 
Wildlife Fund (WWF) 1997, p. 9). Two 
primary concerns have been raised by 
the scientific and international 
community with regard to current lion 
quotas. These are that (1) existing quotas 
are set above sustainable levels, and (2) 
the data used for setting quotas is 
inconsistent and not scientifically based 
(Hunter et al. 2013, unpaginated; 
Lindsey et al. 2006, p. 284) (see 
Potential Impacts of Trophy Hunting). 
For example, recent quotas do not 
appear to address safeguards for 
sustainability nor has a systematic 
approach been established for setting 
lion quotas (Hunter et al. 2013, p. 2; 
Lindsey et al. 2013b, p. 8). Additionally, 
it has been noted that previous quotas 
in Namibia, Mozambique, and 
Zimbabwe may have been influenced by 
human–lion conflict, with higher quotas 

being allocated to locations with 
reportedly higher levels of human–lion 
conflict (Lindsey et al. 2013b, p. 4). 

Generally, the conservation principle 
behind scientifically based quotas is to 
limit total offtake of the species to either 
equal or slightly lower than the growth 
rate of the target specimens (e.g., males 
vs. female), such that damage to the 
integrity and sustainability of that 
population is prevented. Scientifically 
based quotas do not apply solely to 
sport hunting, but set the limits for total 
offtake for a particular timeframe; other 
potential offtake includes problem- 
animal control (to reduce human– 
wildlife conflict), translocation (to 
expand conservation), culling (reducing 
population pressures), and local hunting 
(for protein/meat or employment) (WWF 
1997, pp. 8–10). For quotas to be 
sustainable, scientists and policy 
makers must evaluate a multitude of 
factors including the species’ biological 
factors (i.e., reproductive rate, gender 
ratios, age, and behavior), as well as 
community and client objectives (WWF 
1997, pp. 14–19). 

Creel and Creel (1997, p. 83, executive 
summary) suggest that, for a quota to be 
considered sustainable for lions, it 
should be limited to no more than 5 
percent of the population. Distinct from 
the quota, Packer et al. (2011, p. 151) 
recommend actual lion offtake should 
not exceed more than 1 lion per 2,000 
km2 (Bauer 2015, pers. comm.; Henschel 
2015, pers. comm.; Packer et al. 2015, 
per comm.; Creel and Creel 1997, p. 83, 
executive summary). However, most 
range countries have their quotas set 
well above these recommendations 
(Bauer 2015, pers. comm.; Henschel 
2015, pers. comm.; Packer 2015, pers. 
comm.). Specifically, Lindsey et al. 
(2013a, p. 8) found that of the nine 
countries allowing trophy hunting of 
lions in 2013 (including data from 
Zambia prior to the moratorium in 
2013), eight have quotas set higher than 
current recommendations by Packer et 
al. (2011, p. 151) and five have quotas 
set to more than double Packer’s 
recommendations. Mozambique is the 

only country with a lion quota less than 
the recommended 1 lion per 2,000 km2. 
It should be noted that although quotas 
are currently set higher than 
recommended, the actual offtake for 
each of the countries overall has been 
consistently lower than the set quota 
(Table 5). However, in Burkina Faso, 
Zambia, Namibia, and Zimbabwe, the 
actual harvests are greater than Packer’s 
recommended offtake (Lindsey et al. 
2013a, p. 8). For instance, five countries 
maintain quotas to allow for 5–31 lion 
trophies to be taken per year: Benin (5), 
Burkina Faso (20), Cameroon (30), CAR 
(31), and Namibia (15). Only 
Mozambique currently has a quota 
lower than the recommendation of 
Packer et al. (2001, p. 1651). In 2013, the 
quota was set at 42–60 lions, which 
translates to 1 lion per 2,400km2 (or 0.8 
lions per 2,000km2). Between 2011 and 
2012, Tanzania maintained the highest 
quota for lions at 315 (Lindsey et al. 
2013a, p. 6). 

Several countries have begun to 
reduce their quotas as they have begun 
implementing recommendations as 
outlined by Lindsey et al. (2013a, pp. 8– 
9), Hunter et al. (2013, unpaginated), 
and Packer et al. (2011, p. 151) (Bauer 
2015, pers. comm.; Henschel 2015, pers. 
comm.; White 2015, pers. comm.; 
Tanzania 2015, pers. comm. Zimbabwe 
2015, pers. comm.). In 2011, 
Zimbabwe’s quota was set at 101 lions; 
in 2014, it was reduced to 50 lions 
following the implementation of age 
restrictions (Henschel 2015, pers. 
comm.). Following pressure from the 
European Union to ban lion trophies if 
their quota remained higher than the 1 
lion per 2,000 km2 recommendation, 
Burkina Faso proposed to reduce the set 
quota of 20 lions in the 2014/2015 
season to 6 in the 2015/2016 season 
(Henschel 2015, pers. comm.). South 
Africa has not set a quota for the take 
of wild lions since 99 percent of the 
trophy-hunted lions are reportedly not 
of wild origin but captive born (Hunter 
et al. 2013, p. 2; RSA 2013, pp. 5, 7) 
(Table 5). 

TABLE 5—ANNUAL TROPHY QUOTAS AND OFFTAKE BY COUNTRY (APPROXIMATE) AS OF 2013* 

Country Annual lion 
trophy quotas Year(s) of data Annual 

offtakes Year(s) of data 

Panthera leo leo 
Benin ................................................................................................................ 5.0±0 2007–2009 2.0±0.4 2007–2009 
Burkina Faso .................................................................................................... 20.0±0 2006–2009 13.3±1.45 2006–2009 
Cameroon ........................................................................................................ 29.2±2 2006–2010 6.9±1.0 2006–2010 
CAR ................................................................................................................. 31 2009 13.7±6.9 2008–2011 
Panthera leo melanochaita ........................ ........................ ........................ ........................
Mozambique .................................................................................................... 42–60 2013 19.2±7.3 2008–2011 
Namibia ............................................................................................................ 14.5 2010 14.0±3.2 2008–2011 
Tanzania .......................................................................................................... 315 2011–2012 85 2011–2012 
Zambia (moratorium) 1 ..................................................................................... 74(50 2) 2012 47 2012 
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TABLE 5—ANNUAL TROPHY QUOTAS AND OFFTAKE BY COUNTRY (APPROXIMATE) AS OF 2013*—Continued 

Country Annual lion 
trophy quotas Year(s) of data Annual 

offtakes Year(s) of data 

Zimbabwe ........................................................................................................ 101(503) 2011 42.5±7.5 2008–2011 

* Source: Lindsey et al. 2013a. p.6. 
1 Zambia enacted a moratorium on sport hunting in 19 game management units. Sport hunting remained open in other game management 

units and on some private game ranches. Sport hunting of all cats is currently banned throughout Zambia (White 2015, pers. comm.). 
2 Approximate average quota for Zambia in the few years prior to the moratorium placed on cat hunting in 2013. (White 2015, pers. comm.). 
3 In 2014, Zimbabwe reduced its quota to 50 due to implementation of age restrictions (Henschel 2015, pers. comm., citing Lindsey pers. 

comm.) 

Potential Benefits of Trophy Hunting 
Proponents and most lion experts 

support trophy hunting as a 
conservation tool for the lion if it is 
practiced in a sustainable and 
scientifically based manner (Henschel 
2015, pers. comm.; Hunter 2011, entire; 
van der Merwe 2013, entire; Hunter et 
al. 2013, entire) because it can provide: 
(1) Incentives for the conservation of 
large tracts of prime habitat, and (2) 
funding for park and reserve 
management, anti-poaching activities, 
and security activities. 

As habitat loss has been identified as 
one of the primary threats to lion 
populations, it is notable that the total 
amount of land set aside for hunting 
throughout Africa, although not 
ameliorating threats to habitat loss, 
exceeds the total area of the national 
parks, accounting for approximately half 
of the amount of viable habitat currently 
available to lions (Chardonnet et al. 
2010, p. 34; Packer et al. 2006, pp. 9– 
10). For example, in Tanzania, 25–33 
percent of the total area, covering over 
247,000 km2 and encompassing 190 
hunting units, has been set aside for 
sport hunting purposes; this has 
resulted in an area 5.1 times greater than 
Tanzania’s fully protected and gazetted 
parks (Jackson 2013, p. 6; Barnett and 
Patterson 2005, p. 61). Tanzania also has 
land set aside for sport hunting in the 
form of safari areas, communal land, 
and privately owned properties that 
make up 23.9 percent of the total land 
base (Barnett and Patterson 2005, pp. 
76–77). 

In Botswana, despite the current ban 
on lion hunting, the country currently 
has over 128,000 km2 of gazetted 
wildlife management areas and 
controlled hunting areas set aside for 
hunting purposes, which equates to 22.1 
percent of the country’s total area. This 
amount is in addition to 111,000 km2 
(or 19.1 percent of the country’s total 
area) set aside as habitat in the form of 
national parks, game reserves, and forest 
reserves (Barnett and Patterson 2005, p. 
7). In 2000, five countries in southern 
Africa (Botswana, Namibia, South 
Africa, Tanzania, and Zimbabwe) set 

aside a combined 420,000 km2 of 
communal land, 188,000 km2 of 
commercial land, and 420,089 km2 of 
state land totaling over 1,028,000 km2 
for sport hunting purposes (Barnett and 
Patterson 2005, p. iii). 

As a species with a considerable range 
(up to 1,000 km2) (Packer et al. 2013, p. 
636; Haas et al. 2005, p. 4), suitable 
habitat is important to the survival of 
the species, and the marked decline in 
suitable habitat is a significant threat to 
the species (see Habitat Loss). The land 
currently designated in Africa for use in 
sport hunting has helped to reduce, but 
not eliminate, the impact of habitat loss 
on the lion. 

If trophy hunting is part of a 
scientifically based management 
program, it may provide direct 
economic benefits to the local 
communities and may potentially create 
incentives for local communities to 
conserve lions, reduce the pressure on 
lion habitat, and reduce retaliatory 
killing, primarily because lions are 
viewed as having value. Conversely, 
lack of incentives could cause declines 
in lion populations because lions are 
viewed as lacking value and they kill 
livestock, which are of great value to 
communities (see Human–lion Conflict). 

Over the last few decades, 
conservationists and range countries 
have realized the integral role local 
communities play in the conservation of 
lions and their habitat; when 
communities benefit from a species, 
they have incentive to protect it. 
Therefore, using wildlife as a source of 
income for rural populations has 
increasingly been employed throughout 
the lion’s range countries in Africa. 
Many of these countries are classified as 
‘‘developing’’ nations; specifically, 
seven of the ten countries (we include 
Cameroon here) where trophy hunting is 
permitted have 27–64 percent of their 
human populations living in severe 
poverty (United Nations Development 
Programme’s (UNDP) 2014, 
unpaginated; Barnett and Patterson 
2005, p. iii). These countries often have 
high population growth, high 
unemployment, limited industry, and a 
Gross Domestic Product (GDP) per 

capita lower than the poverty level 
(Barnett and Patterson 2005, p. iii). 
These combined challenges highlight 
the need for innovative solutions. 
Conservationists and range countries 
recognize the value of the wildlife 
sector; if managed sustainably, there is 
potential to contribute to rural economic 
development while simultaneously 
protecting the unique ecological habitats 
and species contained therein 
(Chardonnet et al. 2010, p. 33; Kiss 
1990, pp. 1, 5–15). 

For species such as the lion to persist, 
local communities must benefit from or 
receive a percentage of funds generated 
from tourism such as wildlife viewing, 
photography, or trophy hunting (White 
2013, p. 21; Martin 2012, p. 57; Kiss 
[editor] 1990, pp. 1, 5–15). The 
economic value of a species, such as 
lion, can encourage range countries to 
develop management and conservation 
programs that involve local 
communities and which would 
ultimately discourage indiscriminate 
killings by local communities (Groom 
2013, pp. 3, 5; Hazzah et al. 2013, p. 1; 
White 2013, p. 21; Martin 2012, p. 49). 
If local communities see no benefit of 
lions being present in their communal 
areas, sustainable use of lions becomes 
less competitive with other land-use 
options, such as grazing and livestock 
management, and local communities 
become unwilling and unable to manage 
their wildlife heritage (Barnett and 
Patterson 2005, p. iii). When the value 
of lions in areas outside national parks 
is diminished, those areas are likely to 
be converted to forms of land use less 
suitable for lions, such as agriculture, 
livestock pastures, or areas of resource 
extraction, making lions even more 
vulnerable to expanding human 
settlement (Van der Merwe 2013, p. 2). 

Community conservancies that benefit 
from trophy hunting have specifically 
been formed as a way to protect wildlife 
and habitat. As an example, in Namibia, 
160,000 km2 of community 
conservancies were established in part 
due to revenue from trophy hunting. 
These conservancies benefit the local 
communities, which in turn protect lion 
habitat. In 2012, the Savé Valley 
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Conservancy (Zimbabwe) ‘‘provided 
over $100,000 USD worth of support to 
adjacent villages or farmers in the 
resettled areas. Assistance included 
drilling boreholes, maintaining 
boreholes, dredging of dams, building 
clinics and schools, assisting with 
repairs, maintenance and materials for 
schools, education initiatives, school 
field trips, provision of computer 
equipment in schools, and craft 
programs’’ (Groom 2013, p. 5). 
Connecting conservation to community 
benefits can provide a value for wildlife, 
including lions, where there was 
previously resentment or indifference, 
helping to instill a sense of importance 
for lion conservation. Additionally an 
estimated 125,000 kg of game meat is 
provided annually to rural communities 
by trophy hunters in Zambia at an 
estimated value of $250,000 USD per 
year, which is considerable for rural 
locations where severe poverty and 
malnutrition exists (White 2013, p. 21), 
further providing a value for wildlife, 
including lions. As stated above, local 
communities can benefit from the 
trophy hunting industry by additional 
employment opportunities and revenue 
generated for local microbusinesses. 

Many range countries have recognized 
the need to incorporate incentives and 
local community benefits into their 
trophy hunting regulations, land 
management policies, and lion 
conservation action plans (Lindsey et al. 
2013a, pp. 2–3; Zambia Wildlife 
Authority 2009, p. 10; Windhoek 2008, 
p. 18; IUCN 2006a, pp. 22, 24; IUCN 
2006b, pp. 23, 28; Zimbabwe Parks and 
Wildlife Management Authority 2006, 
unpaginated). Of the ten countries 
where lion trophy hunting currently 
occurs (we are including Cameroon and 
South Africa here), seven have 
developed National Poverty Reduction 
Strategies in partnership with the 
International Monetary Fund (for a 
complete list, see http://www.imf.org/
external/np/prsp/prsp.aspx). Each of 
these countries has incorporated 
sustainable natural resource 
development as a priority and discussed 
benefit distribution and management to 
rural communities (Benin 2000, 
unpaginated; Burkina Faso 2000, 
unpaginated; CAR 2000, p. 45; United 
Republic of Tanzania 2000, pp. 13, 21; 
Zambia 2000, unpaginated). Although 
we acknowledge the steps many 
countries have taken to address local 
community incentives, most of the 
countries are currently not transparent 
about the benefits provided to local 
communities, and due to the high 
revenue potential, are subject to 
corruption (Packer 2015, pers. comm.; 

see Potential Impacts of Trophy 
Hunting). 

Many range countries rely heavily on 
tourism (predominantly ecotourism and 
safari hunting) to provide funding for 
wildlife management (IUCN 2006a, p. 
24). Additionally, revenue generated 
from these industries provides jobs, 
such as game guards, cooks, drivers, and 
security personnel and often brings in 
revenue for local microbusinesses that 
sell art, jewelry, and other crafts. 
Revenue generated from scientifically 
based management programs can be 
used to build and maintain fences, 
provide security personnel with 
weapons and vehicles, provide 
resources for anti-poaching activities, 
and provides resources for habitat 
acquisition and management 
(Chardonnet et al. 2010, pp. 33–34; 
Newmark 2008, p. 321). For example, 
trophy hunting revenue in the Savé 
Valley Conservancy in Zimbabwe has 
enabled $150,000–$250,000 USD to be 
invested in anti-poaching activities, 
including the removal of wire-snares 
(Groom 2013, p. 5). Revenue from 
trophy hunting can also increase the 
ability of many African countries to 
manage wildlife populations both 
within and adjacent to reserves; many of 
these hunting areas are geographically 
linked to national parks and reserves, 
providing wildlife corridors and buffer 
zones (Chardonnet et al. 2010, p. 34; 
Newmark 2008, p. 321). 

Depending on the country in which a 
hunter visits, there may be several 
different fees associated with trophy 
hunts, including game fees, observer 
fees, conservation fees, permit fees, 
trophy handling fees, and government 
payments in terms of taxes, as well as 
safari operator fees (Barnett and 
Patterson 2005, p. 71). In the late 1990s, 
Tanzania reported annual revenue of 
$29.9 million USD from all trophy 
hunting, South Africa $28.4 million 
USD, Zimbabwe $23.9 million USD, 
Botswana $12.6 million USD, and 
Namibia $11.5 million USD; the revenue 
generated solely from lion hunting was 
not broken out (Barnett and Patterson 
2005, p. iv). According to Groom (2013, 
p. 4), a 21-day lion hunt in Savé Valley 
Conservancy, Zimbabwe, may be sold 
for approximately $2,500 USD per day, 
with an additional trophy fee of 
approximately $10,000 USD. Between 
2005 and 2011, lion hunting in Savé 
Valley Conservancy provided an 
estimated net income (based on 26 
lions) of approximately $1,365,000 USD 
in per-night charges and roughly 
$260,000 USD in trophy fees (Groom 
2013, p. 4). In the past, government and 
private landowners were the primary 
beneficiaries of the revenue gained; 

currently, efforts are being made in 
many range countries to incorporate 
incentives at the local level (Barnett and 
Patterson 2005, p. vi). 

In summary, if part of a scientifically 
based management program (including a 
scientifically based quota), trophy 
hunting of lions can provide direct 
benefits to the species and its habitat, 
both at the national and local levels. 
Trophy hunting and the revenue 
generated from trophy hunting are tools 
that range countries can use to facilitate 
maintaining habitat to sustain large 
ungulates and other lion prey, 
protecting habitat for lions, supporting 
the management of lion habitat, and 
protecting both lions and their prey base 
through anti-poaching efforts. While 
scientifically based trophy hunting 
alone will not address all of the issues 
that are contributing to the declined 
status of the lion, it can provide benefits 
to the species. 

Potential Impacts of Trophy Hunting 
An issue critical to the conservation 

of lions is sustainable management of 
trophy hunting by lion range countries. 
Lion experts agree that, if trophy 
hunting is well regulated and managed, 
it can be a tool for conservation (Bauer 
et al. 2015a, unpaginated; Lindsey et al. 
2013a, p. 1; Whitman et al. 2004, pp. 
176–177; Loveridge et al. 2007, p. 548). 
However, problems with the current 
management of lion hunting increase 
the likelihood of negative impacts on 
the species (note that because 99 
percent of hunted lions in South Africa 
are captive-bred, we exclude them from 
this discussion) (Hunter et al. 2013, p. 
2). Lindsey et al. (2013a, pp. 8–9) and 
Hunter et al. (2013, p. 2) identified six 
key practices undermining sustainable 
management of lions: 
• Arbitrary establishment of quotas and 

excessive harvest 
• lack of age-restriction implementation 
• fixed quotas 
• hunting of females 
• lack of minimum hunt lengths in 

some countries 
• general problems associated with 

management of trophy hunting 
As discussed above, one of the 

primary practices experts identify as 
undermining sustainable trophy hunting 
is the use of non-scientific information 
underlying the development of quotas 
(Lindsey et al. 2013a, p. 8). The best 
available monitoring data should be 
used to set quotas if they are to be 
scientifically based and sustainable. 
However, monitoring data are often 
lacking (Barnett and Patterson 2005, p. 
102). A limited number of independent, 
scientific population counts of lions 
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have occurred across their range, 
especially in hunting concessions 
(LionAid 2014a, pers. comm.; Packer 
2015, pers. comm.; Packer et al. 2011, p. 
143). While some existing quota 
allocations have been derived from 
information provided by hunting 
concession operators, it has been noted 
that many hunting concession operators 
have not allowed independent 
population studies to take place, 
possibly as a result of illegal activity 
and corruption (LionAid 2014a, pers. 
comm.; Packer 2015, pers. comm.). Lion 
experts also describe an over-reliance on 
subjective opinions, including input 
from concession operators, in the 
process of developing quotas (Lindsey et 
al. 2013a, p. 8). As a result, information 
underlying current quotas in much of 
the species’ range has been inconsistent, 
biased, and/or lacking. It is difficult to 
predict with accuracy what level of 
offtake would be appropriate to ensure 
a quota is sustainable for a given 
population without accurate 
information on the size of the resource 
(LionAid 2014a, pers. comm.; Barnett 
and Patterson 2005, p. 102). Therefore, 
quotas not scientifically based are often 
too high to maintain sustainability and 
overharvest occurs. 

Lions are particularly vulnerable to 
excessive harvests due to impacts 
associated with the removal of males 
(Hunter et al. 2013, p. 2). As stated 
before, except in Mozambique, quotas 
are higher than the recommended 
maximum harvest of 1 lion per 2,000 
km2. Additionally, mean actual harvests 
are higher than the recommended 1 lion 
per 2,000 km2 offtake in Burkina Faso, 
Zambia, Namibia, and Zimbabwe 
(Lindsey et al. 2013, p. 8). Multiple 
researchers have documented declines 
in lion populations across the range of 
the species as a result of mismanaged 
trophy hunting. Specifically, negative 
impacts to lions from excessive offtakes 
have been documented in Benin 
(Sogbohossou et al. 2014, entire), 
Cameroon (Croes et al. 2011, entire), 
Tanzania (Packer 2011, entire), Zambia 
(Rosenblatt et al. 2014, p. entire; Becker 
et al. 2013, entire), and Zimbabwe 
(Groom et al. 2014, entire; Davidson et 
al. 2011, entire; Loveridge et al. 2007, 
entire). Additionally, the effects of over- 
harvesting can extend into adjacent 
national parks where hunting does not 
occur (Packer et al. 2013, p. 636). 

Most experts consider the 
recommendation by Packer et al. (2011, 
p. 151) to limit offtake to no more than 
1 lion per 2,000 km2 throughout its 
range (or 1 per 1,000 km2 in areas with 
high density of lions) to be the best 
available science and recommend each 
country impose a quota cap at those 

levels to ensure sustainability while 
other methods are being developed and 
refined. According to Hunter et al. 
(2013, p. 5), ‘‘such caps provide a short- 
term means of reducing the risk of 
negative population impacts while more 
robust methods are being implemented. 
Areas that are smaller than 1,000 km2 
should be granted the equivalent 
fraction of 0.5 lions per year: For 
example, an area of 200 km2 would be 
allocated 0.1 lions per year, or one tag 
every ten years. Such a system would 
reduce the extent to which hunting in 
small concessions adjacent to protected 
areas affects protected populations, as in 
Zambia and Zimbabwe.’’ 

Species experts also recommend, as 
part of reforming trophy hunting, 
adoption by range countries of an 
adaptive quota management system that 
would allow for quotas to fluctuate 
annually based on the population trends 
of the species. An adaptive quota 
management system would not only 
prevent over-harvesting of lions, but 
would also prevent excessively 
conservative quotas (Hunter et al. 2013, 
p. 5). 

Recognizing the inconsistencies in the 
process of setting a quota and the 
information on which they are based, 
range countries and conservationists 
have been working to establish a set of 
best practices in order to create a more 
consistent, scientifically based approach 
to determining quotas. The 
recommended best practices include: (1) 
establishing processes and procedures 
that are clearly outlined, transparent, 
and accountable; (2) establishing 
processes and procedures that are CITES 
compliant; (3) demonstrating 
management capacity; (4) standardizing 
information sources; (5) establishing 
monitoring systems for critical data; (6) 
recording and analyzing trophy hunting 
data; (7) conducting data collection and 
analysis for each hunting block and 
concession; and (8) establishing a 
primary body who will approve quotas 
(Burnett and Patterson 2005, p. 103). 

Each country that allows trophy 
hunting has some data collection system 
in place; most countries have a central 
wildlife authority that requires 
operators to submit data collection 
forms or questionnaires providing 
details of each of their hunts. However, 
according to the authors, these 
guidelines have not been followed 
throughout much of the range countries, 
which has led to a variety of compliance 
issues. Some systems have been overly 
complex and cumbersome. ‘‘In 2000, 
Zimbabwe, for example, had nine 
different forms, which contain 
essentially the same information, that 
had to be completed by safari operators 

for each client and submitted to 
different government departments’’ 
(Barnett and Patterson 2005, p. 100). 
Additionally, governmental bodies have 
sometimes failed to analyze data and 
provide feedback to operators; experts 
agree this failure undermines the 
purpose of the system and encourages 
noncompliance. 

In the absence of reliable population 
estimates, age restriction on trophy 
harvests can ensure sustainability 
(Lindsey et al. 2013a, p. 8; Packer et al. 
2006, pp. 6–8). Whitman et al. (2004, 
pp. 176–177) found that if offtake is 
restricted to males older than 6 years of 
age, trophy hunting will likely have 
minimal impact on the pride’s social 
structure and young. By removing only 
males 6 years of age or older, younger 
males remain in residence long enough 
to rear a cohort of cubs (allowing their 
genes to enter the gene pool; increasing 
the overall genetic diversity); 
recruitment of these cubs ensures lion 
population growth and therefore, 
sustainability. Simulations indicate that 
populations with quotas of more than 
two male lions of minimum eligible age 
of 3–4 years were more likely to 
experience extinction events than 
populations with hunting restricted to a 
minimum eligible age of 5–6-year-old 
males (Whitman et al. 2004, p. 176). 
Additionally, full implementation and 
enforcement of this age-based strategy 
could potentially cause the need for 
quotas to become irrelevant or 
eliminated entirely. Age restrictions will 
naturally restrict offtake to a limited 
number of individuals that meet the age 
criteria (Loveridge et al. 2007, p. 549; 
Whitman et al. 2004, p. 177). 

Implementing this approach in the 
field involves conducting an age 
assessment of male lions using 
identification techniques, such as mane 
development, facial markings, nose 
pigmentation, and tooth-aging to 
establish the relative age of the target 
lion. Tooth wear on incisors, yellowing 
and chipping of teeth, coupled with 
scars, head size, mane length and color, 
and thinning hair on the face, as well as 
other factors can be an indicator of 
advanced age in lions (Whitman and 
Packer 2006, entire). 

Whitman et al. (2004, p. 176) 
postulated that ‘‘the most reliable index 
in the Serengeti/Ngorongoro lions is the 
extent of dark pigmentation in the tip of 
the nose, which becomes increasingly 
freckled with age. Individual variation 
in nose coloration is sufficiently low 
that age can be estimated up to 8–9 
years. The noses of 5-yr-old males are 50 
[percent] black so the rule of thumb 
would be to restrict all trophy hunting 
to males with noses that are more than 
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half black.’’ Although this varies 
individually and regionally, 
recommended best practices could be 
regionally tailored. Packer et al. (2006, 
p. 7) note that males in South Africa 
require an additional 1–2 years to 
become competitive with other males, 
and suggest a 7-year minimum might be 
judicious for some regions. Therefore, 
there is concurrence by species experts 
that national or regional guidelines 
should be developed to accompany 
those produced in Tanzania and Zambia 
(Lindsey et al. 2013a, p. 8; Packer and 
Whitman 2006, entire). 

According to Lindsey et al. (2013a, p. 
8), some operators were uncertain of 
their ability to age lions; however, based 
on research conducted in Niassa 
National Reserve, Mozambique, hunters 
can be taught to age lions effectively. 
While experts agree it may be difficult 
to determine the exact age of a lion, 
broader categories based on age have 
been developed to assist officials. For 
example, Tanzania officials have ‘‘aging 
sessions’’ wherein each concession 
operator is required to bring in the 
skulls of their trophies for examination. 
Each skull is then classified as 
‘‘acceptable’’ (6+ years old), ‘‘accepted 
with penalties’’ (4–5 years old), and 
‘‘not accepted with deterrent penalties’’ 
(<4 years) (Tanzania 2015, pp. 23–24). 
Tanzania reports that this step is 
required prior to any issuance of a 
CITES export permit. 

Species experts place high emphasis 
on the requirement for both enforcement 
and transparency in the strategy. A fully 
transparent quota allocation system 
would be one in which a quota 
allocation system is based on scientific 
data received from all hunting areas and 
concession units annually, and would 
require trophies to be independently 
evaluated, data on the trophies (e.g. age, 
sex, origin) be available nationally and 
internationally, and quotas based upon 
data obtained from the previous hunting 
season (Henschel pers. comm. 2015). 

Lion experts recommend age-based 
strategies be incorporated into lion 
management action plans (Hunter et al. 
2013, pp. 4–5; Lindsey et al. 2013a, p. 
8). Although the 6-year method has 
potential to reduce the rate of 
infanticide in lion populations used for 
trophy hunting (Hunter et al. 2013, p. 4– 
5; Lindsey et al. 2013a, p. 8), the issue 
of incorporating this strategy into each 
country’s conservation strategy and/or 
action plan, and following up with 
implementation, enforcement, and 
transparency has yet to be observed in 
many of the lion’s range countries 
(Henschel 2015, pers. comm.). While 
several countries, including Benin, 
Burkina Faso, Mozambique (only in 

Niassa National Reserve), Tanzania, and 
Zimbabwe have committed to 
implementing the age-based strategy 
(White 2013, p. 14; Davidson et al. 2011, 
p. 114; Whitman et al. 2004, p. 176), 
only two have fully implemented it 
(Henschel 2015, pers. comm.). Thus far, 
Mozambique and Zimbabwe have 
implemented this strategy and shown a 
reduction in total offtake (Henschel 
2015, pers. comm.). They also appear to 
be transparent in their implementation. 
Tanzania has implemented age 
restrictions and shown reductions in 
offtake; however, there is concern 
related to transparency (in terms of 
trophy quality data) and the scientific 
objectivity of the evaluating body has 
been questioned. Benin and Burkina 
Faso committed to implementing age 
restrictions in 2014; their progress is 
currently pending. Lastly, Mozambique, 
excluding Niassa National Reserve and 
Cameroon have not yet instituted or 
committed to the strategy (Henschel 
2015, pers. comm.). Lack of 
implementation of age-based strategies 
may undermine the successful use of 
trophy hunting as a sustainable 
conservation strategy. 

Additionally, experts believe that 
importing countries should have the 
ability to ascertain that the imported 
trophies originated from hunting 
concessions that fully comply with best 
practices. According to Lindsey et al. 
(2007, p. 3; Lindsey et al. 2006, pp. 285, 
288), there is a market in the United 
States for conservation-based hunting. 
‘‘In a survey of prospective clients 45– 
99 percent were unwilling to hunt 
under various scenarios if conservation 
objectives would be compromised, and 
86 percent were more willing to 
purchase a hunt if local communities 
would benefit’’ (Lindsey et al. 2007, p. 
3). Experts agree that a fully transparent 
system would allow hunters to choose 
operators who have demonstrated a 
commitment to conservation principles; 
this system could provide incentives for 
operators to comply with the 
recommended best practices. 

Harvesting of males that are too young 
can have devastating impacts to the 
population. If male lions are harvested 
too young (even as old as 3 years of age), 
combined with quotas that are too high, 
the population will be driven to 
extinction as female populations 
collapse as they eventually are unable to 
mate (Whitman et al. 2004, p. 176). 
Additionally, excessive trophy hunting 
and taking of males under a certain age 
cause male replacements and increased 
infanticide rates (when males kill young 
lion cubs sired by other males) 
(Whitman et al. 2004, p. 175). Packer 
(2001, p. 829, citing Bertram 1975, 

Packer and Pusey 1984, and Pusey and 
Packer 1994) demonstrated that cub 
mortality increases when a new male 
joins a pride. Infanticide is a common 
practice among many species, including 
lions (Hausfater et al. 1984, pp. 31, 145, 
173, 487). Removing a younger male 
lion allows another male of the pride to 
take over and kill the former patriarch’s 
cubs; offspring younger than 2 years of 
age are generally unable to defend 
themselves and may be killed or forced 
to disperse from the pride prematurely, 
which also often leads to death (Elliot 
et al. 2014, p. 1054; Packer 2001, p. 829; 
Pusey and Packer 1984, p. 279). This 
behavior is believed to be advantageous 
to the incoming male as it increases and 
accelerates the opportunity for the new 
male to sire a cohort of cubs. When 
females give birth to cubs, the female 
generally does not return to estrus until 
the cubs are around 18–24 months old 
(Pusey and Packer 1984, p. 281). 
Following the loss of her cubs, however, 
a female will return to estrus rather 
quickly; females will resume mating 
within days or weeks, thus increasing 
the likelihood that the new male will 
have the chance to sire the next cohort. 
Pusey and Packer (1984, p. 279) 
calculated that infant fatality during 
male takeovers accounted for 27 percent 
of all cub fatalities under the age of 12 
months. 

Further, when an adult male lion in 
a pride is killed, surviving males who 
form the pride’s coalition are vulnerable 
to takeover by other male coalitions, and 
this often results in injury or death of 
the remaining males (Davidson et al. 
2011, p. 115). 

Recently, Elliot (2014, p. 1054) 
postulated that the impacts of male 
takeovers due to trophy hunting may be 
more severe than previously recognized. 
Specifically, when a pride male is 
removed and a new male takes over, 
subadults may be forced to disperse 
from the pride. These males are then at 
a disadvantage as they are often 
inexperienced and physically smaller 
which may prevent them from being 
able to compete with older males for 
territory. In the study, Elliot found 100 
percent fatality for all males who 
dispersed earlier than 31 months old. 
The study concluded that dispersal of 
subadults is highly related to the 
presence of incoming males, resulting in 
a type of delayed infanticide, as many 
of the subadults do not survive the 
dispersal. This effect may be amplified 
in populations that have a high offtake 
rate. Therefore, the author concluded 
that age restriction and reducing offtake 
could reduce takeover rates by new 
males, allowing subadults a longer 
period to mature prior to dispersal and 
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thus, reducing the number of subadult 
deaths (Elliot et al. 2014, p. 1055). 

A lack of mature males dispersing 
reduces the genetic viability of 
populations and may contribute to local 
population extinctions (See Deleterious 
Effects Due to Small Population Sizes). 
Selective offtake of large males may also 
modify the genetic evolution of lions. 
Allendorf and Hard (2009, p. 9987) and 
Loveridge et al. (2007, p. 553) consider 
the genetic and evolutionary role of 
selective hunting on wildlife 
populations. As individuals who 
display certain characteristics (such as 
largest size) are more likely to be 
harvested, this type of selective removal 
will bring about genetic change in future 
generations. Specifically, removing the 
males with the most desirable traits 
from a population ultimately affects 
upcoming generations as those 
individuals are no longer contributing to 
the gene pool. ‘‘For example, the 
frequency of elephants (Loxodonta 
africana) without tusks increased from 
10 percent to 38 percent in South 
Luangwa National Park, Zambia, 
apparently brought about by poaching of 
elephants for their ivory’’ (Jachmann et 
al. 1995 in Allendorf and Hard 2009, p. 
9987). This comparison relates to lion as 
the removal of the largest males 
consequentially results in females 
breeding with less desirable males and 
thus, perpetuating the production of less 
desirable individuals. Selective offtake 
based on gender also has the potential 
to skew sex ratios and impact breeding 
success, as has been the case for lions 
(Allendorf and Hard 2009, p. 9991; 
Loveridge et al. 2007, p. 553). The 
authors state that in order to maintain 
the highest yield and viability of the 
most desirable males, one option is to be 
less selective (Allendorf and Hard 2009, 
p. 9991). Specifically as related to lions, 
this would mean implementing age 
restrictions so that the more desirable 
males are not harvested prior to 
successful reproduction. 

Whitman et al. (2004, pp. 175–177) 
found that if offtake is restricted to 
males 6 years of age or older, the 
impacts of trophy hunting are likely to 
be minimal on the prides social 
structure and reproduction. Therefore, 
experts recommend that a 6-year age 
restriction should be implemented for 
all hunting concessions throughout the 
lion’s range. 

Species experts have suggested an 
additional mechanism that could help 
reduce infanticide. In concessions 
where operators can distinguish 
between resident and solitary 
individuals, removal of the nomadic 
males may reduce the likelihood of a 
possible conflict and take-over (Packer 

et al. 2006, p. 7; Whitman 2004, p. 177). 
If concession operators selectively 
remove males in a manner that 
promotes healthy population growth, 
the lion population could yield more 
males in the long term (Davidson et al. 
2011, p. 114; Packer et al. 2006, p. 7; 
Whitman et al. 2004, p. 176). 

Hunter et al. (2013, pp. 2, 5) and 
Lindsey et al. (2013a, p. 9) identified 
hunting of female lions to be another 
aspect of trophy hunting that is harmful 
to lion populations. Specifically, 
females are the most productive portion 
of a population; if females are removed 
from a pride, there is inherent risk that 
dependent cubs will die and the overall 
breeding success of the pride will be 
reduced. Packer et al. (2001 in Packer et 
al. 2006, pp. 5, 7) report that ‘‘large 
prides out-compete smaller prides and 
per capita reproduction is lowest in 
prides of only 1–2 females.’’ Lindsey et 
al. (2013a, pp. 2, 4, 9) indicate that a 
loss of a female increases a pride’s 
vulnerability to territory loss. As a 
result, removing females has injurious 
effects on the overall success of the 
population and, ultimately, the number 
of harvestable males. 

Lindsey et al. (2013a, pp. 2, 4, 9) 
indicate that quotas are currently 
available for female lions in some 
locations within Namibia, and between 
1990 and 2011, in Zimbabwe (Packer et 
al. 2006, p. 4). Between 1998 and 2004, 
Zimbabwe maintained a mean quota of 
0.3 ± 0.1/100 km2 for female lions; 
during the same period, actual offtake 
was lower at 0.08 ± 0.1/100 km2, or a 
mean of 30.6 percent of the quota 
actually harvested (Loveridge et al. 
2007, p. 551). Zimbabwe discontinued 
issuing quotas for females in 2011. 
Female hunting is not allowed 
elsewhere within the range of the 
species (Lindsey et al. 2013a, p. 2). 
Species experts recommend that the 
trophy hunting of females be prohibited, 
unless the management plan is 
specifically to control the size of the 
lion population (Hunter et al. 2013, p. 
5; Lindsey et al. 2013a, p. 9). 

Another deficiency in current trophy 
hunting management is the use of fixed 
quotas. There are two primary types of 
quotas, ‘‘fixed’’ and ‘‘optional.’’ Trophy 
fees for fixed quotas require the 
payment of a portion (40–100 percent) 
of the lion trophy fee, regardless of 
whether the hunt is successful, whereas 
optional quotas are paid by operators 
only when the lion is shot. Until 1999, 
male lions were typically on fixed 
quotas, whereas female lions were 
under optional quotas. According to 
Lindsey et al. (2013a, pp. 2–3), 
Mozambique, Benin, Burkino Faso, and 
Cameroon all have optional quotas in 

place, thereby, hunters only pay for 
animals hunted. Other range countries 
continue to have fixed quotas in place 
and charge a percentage of the quota 
regardless of success (CAR charges 50 
percent; Namibia 100 percent; Tanzania 
40 percent; Zambia 60 percent; 
Zimbabwe 30 percent). This approach 
facilitates harvesting of trophies even if 
a sufficiently old lion is not found 
(Hunter et al. 2013, p. 6). Therefore, 
harvested lions are often of lower 
quality, younger, and less desirable 
male lions, as operators and hunters, 
who had already paid the trophy fee, 
had no incentive to be selective. 
Abolishing fixed-quota fees and only 
allowing optional quotas will encourage 
and reward operators who are selective 
and follow age restrictions (Lindsey et 
al. 2013a, p. 9; Packer et al. 2006, pp. 
5, 9). 

To ensure hunters have adequate time 
to be selective in trophies harvested, 
and to ensure the revenue earning 
potential is maximized, experts 
recommend that a minimum stipulated 
hunt length be set at 21 days. However, 
many countries either have no limits on 
length of hunting safaris or have too 
short a minimum length (Lindsey et al. 
2013a, p. 9). Currently, there are no set 
lengths for hunting safaris in 
Mozambique, Namibia, Zambia, and 
Zimbabwe. Burkino Faso has a 
minimum requirement of 12 days, and 
Benin and Cameroon require 12 to 14 
days. Tanzania has a minimum length of 
21 days while CAR varies from 12 to 21 
days (Lindsey et al. 2013a, pp. 2–3). 

Several other problems with current 
management of lion trophy hunting are 
likely to worsen negative impacts 
associated with hunting of lions and 
undermine conservation incentives. 
Corruption, allocation of hunting 
concessions, and lack of benefits and 
recognition of the role communities 
play in conservation have been 
identified (Lindsey et al. 2013a, pp. 2– 
3, 9). 

Corruption is widespread within the 
range of the lion (Transparency 
International 2014, unpaginated). All 
but one lion range country (Botswana) 
scored below 50 (out of 100) on 
Transparency International’s 2014 
Corruption Perception Index (CPI), 
which measures perceived levels of 
public sector corruption based on expert 
opinion and is based on a scale of 0 
(highly corrupt) to 100 (very clean). 
Approximately half of the current lion 
range countries—including Tanzania 
and Kenya, where more than half of all 
wild lions occur—are among the most 
corrupt countries in the world, ranking 
in the lower 30 percent of 174 countries 
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assessed (Transparency International 
2014, unpaginated). 

Corruption is particularly prevalent in 
areas with extreme poverty 
(Transparency International 2014, 
unpaginated; Michler 2013, pp. 1–3; 
Kimati 2012, p. 1; Garnett et al. 2011, p. 
1; IUCN 2009, p. 89; Leader-Williams et 
al. 2009, pp. 296–298; Kideghesho 2008, 
pp. 16–17). Certain circumstances tend 
to promote corruption, such as 
opportunity for financial gain, weak rule 
of law, abnormal concentrations of 
power in one individual or institution, 
no counter-balancing mechanisms in 
place among different government 
agencies, and reliance on discretionary 
powers for allocation of permits, 
licenses, or activities (Smith et al. 2015, 
p. 953; Nelson 2009, unpaginated; Luo 
2005 in Smith et al. 2015, p. 953). 

Corruption manifests itself in several 
ways, such as embezzling of public 
funds, fraud, demanding or accepting 
bribes to overlook illegal activities, 
interference in decisions to implement 
conservation measures, and offering 
patronage, nepotism, and political 
influence (Vargas-Hernandez 2013 in 
Smith et al. 2015, p. 953; Garnett et al. 
2011, p. 1; Leader-Williams et al. 2009, 
p. 301; Kaufmann 1997 in Leader- 
Williams et al. 2009, p. 297). With 
respect to lion management, it may 
include, for example: Infringement of 
hunting regulations in the field; 
acceptance of bribes to overlook illegal 
activities such as poaching; interference 
or mismanagement in monitoring and 
setting of hunting quotas and in issuing 
of licenses; misappropriation of hunting 
fees; allocation of hunting blocks based 
on patronage and nepotism or to 
persons presumably considered to be of 
financial or other strategic importance; 
and allocation of hunting blocks at less 
than competitive prices (see Leader- 
Williams et al. 2009, pp. 301–305; 
Nelson 2009, unpaginated). 

Peh and Dori (2010, pp. 336–337) 
show that global indices of corruption 
and governance are highly correlated 
with those of environmental 
performance—countries with high 
levels of corruption have lower levels of 
environmental performance. Further, 
Smith et al. (2003, entire) found strong 
associations between changes (declines) 
in elephant and rhinoceros numbers and 
governance scores. Governance scores, 
which were based largely on 
Transparency International’s CPI, 
explained observed changes in numbers 
of elephants and rhinoceroses better 
than per capita GDP, Human 
Development Index scores, and human 
population density. These results 
suggest that political corruption may 
play a significant role in determining 

the success of national strategies to 
conserve these species (Smith et al. 
2003, p. 69). Corruption can reduce the 
effectiveness of conservation programs 
by reducing the funding, law 
enforcement, and political support 
available for conservation, and also by 
acting as an incentive for the 
overexploitation of resources (Garnett et 
al. 2011, p. 1, citing several sources; 
Smith and Walpole 2005, p. 252). Given 
the financial gains to be made from lion 
trophy hunting, and the high level of 
corruption in many lion range countries 
(Packer 2015, pers. comm.; 
Transparency International 2014, 
unpaginated), it is reasonable to 
conclude that corruption and the 
inability to control it are having 
negative impacts on decisions made 
about lion management in many areas of 
the species’ range and on lion 
populations, and undermine steps to 
reform hunting of lions. The impacts 
highlight the importance of 
transparency within the hunting 
industry and independent verification 
of processes such as quota setting, 
trophy monitoring, and concession 
allocation (Lindsey et al. 2013a, p. 9). 

In recent years, leadership in several 
African lion range countries has taken 
steps to address corruption, or activities 
that facilitate corruption, associated 
with wildlife management. For example, 
in 2013, the Tourism Minister of Zambia 
banned hunting in 19 game management 
areas for 1 year due to allegations of 
corruption and malpractice among the 
hunting companies and various 
government departments. Some game 
management areas and privately owned 
game ranches were not included in the 
ban, but lion hunting appears to be 
prohibited throughout the country 
(Michler 2013, pp. 1–3). Whether recent 
reforms taken by various lion range 
countries will reduce the effect of 
corruption on lion management and, 
therefore, lion populations is as yet 
unknown. 

Most concessions in the African range 
of the lion use a closed-tender process 
for land management. A closed-tender 
system is the process of selling a 
product by inviting a specific group of 
potential buyers to provide a written 
offer by a specified date. In the case of 
a hunting concession, the owner of the 
property thus sells a lease on a property 
for a given length of time. Countries that 
use this process for state-owned lands 
include Benin (lease is for 5 years); 
Burkina Faso (20 years); Cameroon (10 
years, renewable); CAR (10 years 
(renewable); Mozambique (10+ years); 
Tanzania (5 years); and Zambia (10–15 
years based on status of wildlife). In 
Namibia, state concessions lease land by 

public auctions for 3-year periods, while 
community conservancies lease for a 5- 
year period via a closed-tender process. 
Zimbabwe holds a public auction for 
state safari areas, with the option to 
extend 5 years based on performance. 
Communal Areas Management 
Programme for Indigenous Resources 
(CAMPFIRE) areas are leased on 3–10 
year-period using a closed-tender 
process (Lindsey et al. 2013a, pp. 2–3). 

The chief complaint regarding this 
system is that concession areas are 
leased to operators without regard for 
the operators’ track record in 
conservation. Zimbabwe is the only 
country that renews based on operator 
performance (Lindsey et al. 2013a, pp. 
2, 9). Lindsey et al. (2007, p. 2) found 
that various countries have problems 
with their allocation process, ‘‘with the 
effect that they are sometimes sold too 
cheaply, allocated for periods too short 
to promote responsible custodianship, 
and occasionally given to unlicensed 
operators. . .. In several countries large 
citizen quotas are provided to urban 
residents at low prices, reducing 
revenues from trophy hunting and 
reducing incentives for communities to 
conserve wildlife.’’ Experts believe that 
basing the ability to renew a concession 
lease on operators’ past performance 
records could be an incentive for 
operators to comply with best practices. 
Thus, experts recommend concession 
allocation should base concession lease 
renewals on operator performance in 
regard to best practices compliance. 

As discussed under Human–lion 
Conflict, the risk of retaliatory killing is 
elevated in many cases due to the fact 
that communities living in close 
proximity to lion populations often bear 
the cost of that proximity (e.g., loss of 
valuable livestock due to lion 
depredation), but receive little of the 
benefits generated by the presence of 
lion in the trophy hunting and 
ecotourism industries (Lindsey et al. 
2013a, p. 9). Trophy hunting can 
generate millions of dollars in annual 
revenue (see Potential Benefits of 
Trophy Hunting). 

In the past, government and private 
land owners were the primary 
beneficiaries of the revenue gained; 
currently efforts are being made in many 
range countries to incorporate 
incentives at the local level (Barnett and 
Patterson 2005, p. vi). Many range 
countries are now recognizing the need 
to incorporate incentives and local 
community benefits into their trophy 
hunting regulations, land management 
policies, and lion conservation action 
plans. Most countries that allow lion 
trophy hunting have developed National 
Poverty Reduction Strategies and 

VerDate Sep<11>2014 18:43 Dec 22, 2015 Jkt 238001 PO 00000 Frm 00024 Fmt 4701 Sfmt 4700 E:\FR\FM\23DER2.SGM 23DER2as
ab

al
ia

us
ka

s 
on

 D
S

K
5V

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 R
U

LE
S



80023 Federal Register / Vol. 80, No. 246 / Wednesday, December 23, 2015 / Rules and Regulations 

discussed benefit distribution and 
management to rural communities (see 
Potential Benefits of Trophy Hunting). 
Although positive steps are being taken 
to address local community incentives, 
most of the countries are currently not 
transparent about the benefits provided 
to local communities, and due to the 
high revenue potential are subject to 
corruption. 

Captive Lions 
In analyzing threats to a species, we 

focus our analysis on threats acting 
upon wild specimens within the native 
range of the species, because the goal of 
the Act is survival and recovery of the 
species within its native ecosystem. We 
do not separately analyze ‘‘threats’’ to 
captive-held specimens because the 
statutory five factors under section 4 (16 
U.S.C. 1533) are not well-suited to 
consideration of specimens in captivity, 
and captive-held specimens are not 
eligible for separate consideration for 
listing. However, we do consider the 
extent to which specimens held in 
captivity create, contribute to, reduce, or 
remove threats to the species. 

In 2009, approximately 3,600 captive- 
held lions were managed for trophy 
hunting across 174 breeding facilities in 
South Africa ((Lindsey et al. 2012, p. 18, 
citing Taijaard 2009; Barnett et al. 
2006a, p. 513). The captive-breeding 
industry often publicizes captive 
breeding and reintroduction of captive- 
born species into the wild as a potential 
solution to the decrease in wild lion 
populations. However, lions raised in 
captivity often develop a variety of 
issues that make them unsuitable for 
reintroduction. Captive lions in general 
are not suitable for reintroduction due 
to their uncertain genetic origins 
(Barnett et al. 2006a, p. 513; Hunter et 
al. 2012, p. 3), potential maladaptive 
behaviors, and higher failure risk 
compared to translocated individuals 
(Hunter et al. 2012, pp. 2–3). Research 
has indicated that restoration efforts 
using wild-caught individuals have a 
much higher rate of success than those 
using captive-raised individuals for a 
large variety of species (Hunter et al. 
2012, p. 21). Currently, reintroduction 
efforts of captive-raised lions have not 
been shown to address the underlying 
causes of populations’ declines 
throughout the species range. 

We note that while the captive-lion 
industry may not be contributing to the 
conservation of the species in the wild 
via reintroduction, the captive-lion 
industry in South Africa may reduce the 
pressures of trophy hunting on the wild 
populations in South Africa (Hargreaves 
2010b in Lindsey et al. 2012, p. 12; 
Lindsey et al. 2012, p. 19), which is 

evidenced by the fact that 99 percent of 
lion trophies from South Africa are of 
captive origin. Lindsey et al. (2012, p. 
21) warn that future efforts to control 
hunting of captive-bred lions could 
potentially increase the demand for 
wild lion trophies and result in 
excessive harvests. However, we also 
note that trade in bones of captive lions 
could stimulate harvest of wild lions to 
supply a growing bone trade (Lindsey et 
al. 2012, p. 20). Hunting of captive lions 
could also potentially undermine the 
price of wild hunts and reduce 
incentives for conservation of wild lions 
in other African countries (Lindsey et al. 
2012, p. 12). 

Limited research has been conducted 
on the use of captive-raised lions for 
reintroduction purposes. Existing 
research has generally found that 
captive-raised lions are not as able to 
successfully adapt to conditions out of 
captivity and therefore, the success rate 
is much reduced compared to the use of 
wild-caught lions. Although some 
potential exists that the captive-lion 
industry in South Africa may benefit 
some local wild populations, additional 
research would be needed to verify this 
claim. As a result, we do not believe 
that the captive-lion industry currently 
contributes to, reduces, or removes 
threats to the species. 

Summary of Trophy Hunting 
If trophy hunting of lions is part of a 

scientifically based management 
program, it can provide considerable 
benefits to the species by reducing or 
removing incentives to kill lions in 
retaliation for livestock losses, and by 
reducing the conversion of lion habitat 
to agriculture. Trophy hunting, if 
managed well and with local 
communities in mind, can bring in 
needed revenue, jobs, and a much- 
needed protein source to impoverished 
local communities, demonstrating the 
value of lions (Groom 2013, pp. 1–3; 
Lindsey et al. 2006, pp. 283, 289). In 
addition, the amount of habitat that has 
been set aside by range countries 
specifically for trophy hunting has 
greatly increased the range and habitat 
of lions and their prey base, which 
contrasts the overall ongoing rate of 
habitat destruction occurring in Africa. 
The total amount of land set aside for 
trophy hunting throughout Africa 
exceeds the total area of the national 
parks, providing half the amount of 
viable lion habitat (Chardonnet et al. 
2010, p. 34; Packer et al. 2006, pp. 9– 
10). 

The main problem with mismanaged 
trophy hunting stems from excessive 
harvests and impacts associated with 
removal of males (Hunter et al. 2013, p. 

2). Researchers have documented 
declines in populations across the range 
of the species that were a direct result 
of mismanaged trophy hunting 
(Rosenblatt et al. 2014, p. entire; 
Sogbohossou et al. 2014, entire; Becker 
et al. 2013, entire; Lindsey et al. 2013, 
entire; Croes et al. 2011, entire; Packer 
2011, entire; Loveridge et al. 2007, 
entire). Six management weaknesses 
have been identified in the current 
management of lion hunting. These 
weaknesses include: (1) A lack of 
scientifically based quota that results in 
excessive harvests; (2) a lack of 
enforcement in age restrictions, which 
leads to unsustainable harvests, 
increased rates of infanticide, and 
population declines; (3) hunting of 
female lions in Namibia, which 
decreases reproduction success, thereby 
decreasing males available for trophy 
hunting; (4) the use of fixed quotas, 
which encourages hunters to be 
unselective in their take of a trophy (i.e., 
they will kill younger, less desirable 
males); (5) a lack of minimum hunt 
lengths or minimum lengths that are too 
short to allow hunters the time needed 
to be more selective in their take of 
trophies; and (6) general problems 
associated with management of trophy 
hunting, including corruption, 
allocation of concessions, and lack of 
benefits to communities and recognition 
of the important role they play in 
conservation. 

Most P. l. leo populations are 
extremely small, isolated, and rapidly 
declining. Of the 18 countries 
documented to allow lion trophy 
hunting, 8 are in the range of P. l. leo. 
However, we note that due to the lack 
of lions in some of these countries, it is 
unlikely that all of these countries could 
conduct lion trophy hunts. A study 
found that quotas in Benin and Burkina 
Faso are too high for sustainability, 
although Burkina Faso has proposed to 
reduce their quota in the 2015–2016 
season (Henschel 2015, pers. comm.; 
Lindsey et al. 2013a, p. 6). Actual 
harvests in Burkina Faso were also 
found to be higher than the level 
recommended by Packer et al. (2011, p. 
151). Additionally, Benin and Burkina 
Faso have committed to implementing 
an age-based strategy, but have yet to 
implement it. As a result, species 
experts agree that there is no level of 
offtake that would be sustainable for P. 
l. leo populations in their current 
condition (Bauer 2015, pers. comm.; 
Henschel et al. 2014, entire; Henschel et 
al. 2010, entire). 

Of the 18 countries documented to 
allow lion trophy hunting, 10 are in the 
range of P. l. melanochaita. However, 
we note that, like the situation with P. 
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l. leo, due to a lack of lion populations 
in some of these countries, it is likely 
that fewer countries could conduct lion 
trophy hunts. A study found that 
Namibia, Tanzania, Zambia, and 
Zimbabwe all had quotas higher than 
the recommended level for 
sustainability; however, Zimbabwe has 
reduced their quota. Mozambique 
(Niassa National Reserve) is the only 
location found to have a quota below 
the recommended level. Age-based 
strategies have been implemented and 
shown to reduce offtakes in 
Mozambique (only in Niassa National 
Reserve, excludes the rest of the 
country), Tanzania, and Zimbabwe. 
Furthermore, Zimbabwe and Niassa 
National Reserve are the only two 
locations that have fully implemented 
an age-based strategy with transparency, 
an element experts say is critical to a 
quota allocation system. Several other 
countries have made commitments to 
implement the age-restrictions strategy 
but their progress is pending. In South 
Africa, 99 percent of the lion trophies 
are captive bred, and, therefore, were 
not the result of removing lions from the 
wild. 

Unless reforms are made to the 
current management of trophy hunting, 
we expect the declines specifically 
documented from excessive offtakes in 
Benin, Cameroon, Tanzania, Zambia, 
and Zimbabwe to continue. 
Furthermore, we expect excessive 
harvests to further contribute to declines 
in the species across its African range. 

Import/Export of Lion Trophies 
The lion species (Panthera leo) is 

listed in Appendix II of CITES; 
however, the former Asiatic lion (P. l. 
persica) is listed in Appendix I. CITES 
is an international agreement through 
which member countries work together 
to protect against over-exploitation of 
animal and plant species found in 
international trade. Parties regulate and 
monitor international trade in CITES- 
listed species—that is, their import, 
export, and reexport, and introduction 
from the sea—through a system of 
permits and certificates. CITES lists 
species in one of three appendices— 
Appendix I, II, or III. 

An Appendix-I listing includes 
species threatened with extinction 
whose trade is permitted only under 
exceptional circumstances, which 
generally precludes commercial trade. 
The import of specimens (both live and 
dead, as well as parts and products) of 
an Appendix-I species generally 
requires the issuance of both an import 
and export permit under CITES. Import 
permits are issued only if findings are 
made that the import would be for 

purposes that are not detrimental to the 
survival of the species in the wild and 
that the specimen will not be used for 
primarily commercial purposes. For live 
specimens, a finding must also be made 
that the recipient is suitably equipped to 
house and care for the specimens 
(CITES Article III(3)). Export permits are 
issued only if findings are made that the 
specimen was legally acquired and the 
export is not detrimental to the survival 
of the species in the wild, and that a 
living specimen will be so prepared and 
shipped as to minimize the risk of 
injury, damage to health, or cruel 
treatment, and that the CITES 
Management Authority of the exporting 
country is satisfied that an import 
permit has been granted for the 
specimen (CITES Article III(2)). 

CITES Appendix II includes species 
that are less vulnerable to extinction 
than species listed in Appendix I, and 
‘‘although not necessarily now 
threatened with extinction, may become 
so unless trade in specimens of such 
species is subject to strict regulation in 
order to avoid utilization incompatible 
with their survival.’’ Species listed in 
Appendix II of CITES may be 
commercially traded, subject to several 
restrictions. 

Although each country has its own 
method of regulating trophy hunting, 
international trade of lion trophies must 
adhere to CITES. International trade of 
lion parts and products (including 
trophies) are reported by both the 
exporting and importing countries and 
tracked by the United Nations 
Environment Programme World 
Conservation Monitoring Centre 
(UNEP–WCMC). 

According to the UNEP–WCMC 
CITES Trade Database, between 2005 
and 2012, exports of lion trophies 
demonstrated a decreasing trend, if 
exports of captive-born lions from South 
Africa are excluded (UNEP–WCMC 
2014, unpaginated). UNEP–WCMC 
indicates that 521 lion trophies were 
exported (excluding South Africa) in 
2005 and 303 were reported (excluding 
South Africa) in 2012. 

It should be noted that there are 
limitations to interpreting the above 
reported information. The 2004 guide to 
using the CITES Trade Database 
indicates that the outputs produced by 
the CITES Trade Database can be easily 
misinterpreted if one is not familiar 
with it (CITES 2004b, p. 5). The number 
of ‘‘trophies’’ reported does not 
necessarily equate to the number of 
lions hunted. Additionally, the number 
of trophies reported for a given year in 
the trade report does not equate directly 
to the number of animals hunted in that 
given year (CITES export permits are 

generally valid for 6 months, and a 
trophy could in theory be exported the 
year after it was hunted). The second 
limitation to interpreting this 
information is that, although many 
permits may indicate that an animal is 
of wild origin (source code ‘‘W’’), these 
permits may be incorrectly coded. This 
is true for South Africa, where during 
the period of 2000 to 2009, animals that 
were captive born and released into 
private reserve systems were assigned 
an incorrect source code of ‘‘W.’’ South 
Africa has since requested their 
provincial authorities to use the correct 
source code for ‘‘captive bred’’ in order 
to correctly reflect the source of sport- 
hunted lion trophies; however, some 
provinces are not complying (RSA 2013, 
pp. 8–9). Based on South African trade 
data, the bulk of lion exports and their 
parts and products (including trophies) 
are from captive-born lions (RSA 2013, 
p. 7). 

Tanzania, with one of the largest lion 
populations (Hamunyela et al. 2013, pp. 
29, 283; Riggio et al. 2013, p. 32; Ikanda 
2008, p. 4; Baldus 2004, pp. 5, 6), was 
the largest exporter of wild-origin lion 
trophies, but their exports have 
decreased significantly since 2008. In 
2008, approximately 138 trophies were 
exported from Tanzania; in 2010, 128 
were exported; in 2011, 55 were 
exported; in 2012, 62 were exported (it 
should be noted that in 2012 Tanzania 
established an annual quota to limit 
trophy hunting to no more than 50 
animals (Jackson 2013, p. 7); and in 
2013, 11 were exported (UNEP–WCMC 
2014, unpaginated). Again, it should be 
noted that there may be discrepancies 
between the annual quota and the actual 
number of trophies exported in a given 
year (see http://www.cites.org/common/ 
resources/TradeDatabaseGuide.pdf for 
additional information). Regardless, the 
numbers of lion trophies exported by 
Tanzania according to the UNEP– 
WCMC CITES Trade Database suggest a 
decreasing trend. 

Additionally, some trophies are 
exported from source countries under 
the ‘‘skins’’ category. According to the 
most recent data available, the United 
States imported skins of wild origin 
from four African countries in 2013; 9 
from Mozambique, 5 from Tanzania, 2 
from South Africa, and 22 from 
Zimbabwe. The purpose code for these 
imports was ‘‘Trophy Hunt,’’ except for 
the two skins from South Africa which 
were coded as ‘‘Commercial.’’ 

For 2013, the most recent year for 
which complete CITES trade data are 
available, U.S. CITES Annual Report 
trade data indicate that the United 
States allowed the direct import of lion 
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trophies from seven African countries, 
as follows: 
Botswana = 1 trophy (originated from 

Mozambique) 
Burkino Faso = 3 trophies 
Mozambique = 5 trophies 
Namibia = 9 trophies 
South Africa = 545 trophies (the 

majority of which are reported to be 
of captive-born origin; additionally 2 
captive trophies originated in South 
Africa, imported to Canada, and then 
imported into the United States) 

Tanzania = 3 trophies 
Zambia = 17 trophies 
Zimbabwe = 44 trophies 

Based on CITES trade data, lion 
trophy exports have decreased 
throughout most of the lion’s range, 
including Tanzania, which has one of 
the largest lion populations. South 
Africa is the only country where exports 
have increased because most of these 
trophies are of captive origin. 

Traditional Use of Lion Parts and 
Products 

Lion parts and products are used in 
many African countries as medicine, 
nutrition, talismans, and decorations, 
and in traditional ceremonies and 
rituals (CITES 2014, p. 7; Burton et al. 
2010, p. 4). CITES (2014, p. 8) reports 
that many African countries, including 
Somalia, Nigeria, Burkina Faso, Kenya, 
and Cameroon, maintain local markets 
in lion products. Parts used include 
skin, teeth, claws, fat, whiskers, bone, 
bile, testicles, meat, and tails. In 
addition, lion bone is also used in Asia 
as a substitute for tiger bone in 
traditional Asian medicine (Williams et 
al. 2015, pp. 2, 62). 

While quantitative data is lacking, 
according to a peer reviewer (Bauer 
2015, pers. comm.), trade in lion parts 
and products is very common within 
western and central Africa. Responses to 
the CITES periodic review consultation 
process support this claim: Trade in lion 
skins and partial skins is described as 
‘‘frequent’’ in street markets in Abidjan, 
Côte d’Ivoire; lion skins and canines are 
described as ‘‘easily found’’ in the 
markets of Dakar, Senegal; and the scale 
of domestic trade in illegal lion 
products is described as ‘‘massive’’ in 
Nigeria (CITES 2014, pp. 5–6). Further, 
in the central African country of 
Cameroon, the estimated value of a 
single lion carcass exceeds the trophy 
fee, and at a lion conservation 
conference the Government of 
Cameroon identified trade in lion skins 
as a major cause of the decline in lion 
populations in western and central 
Africa (LAGA pers. comm., in CITES 
2014, p. 12). According to Henschel (in 

CITES 2014, p. 12), the trade in lion 
skins is most likely one of the biggest 
threats to lion survival in western Africa 
due to the rarity of lions in the region, 
the extent of the trade, and the high 
price of lion skins. 

In southern and eastern Africa, trade 
in lion parts, particularly lion bone, to 
Asia is generally considered a severe 
potential threat to the species (Bauer 
2015, pers. comm.). According to CITES 
(2014, p. 14), there is ‘‘clear scope for 
the international trade in lion body 
parts for [traditional Chinese medicine 
and traditional African medicine] to 
grow uncontrollably, as it has done for 
other big cats.’’ 

Lion bones are used as a substitute for 
tiger (Panthera tigris) bone in traditional 
Asian medicine and in Asian luxury 
products (Williams et al. 2015, pp. 2–3, 
5; Graham–Rowe 2011, pp. s101–s102). 
Lion bones are difficult to distinguish 
from tiger bones (Williams et al. 2015, 
pp. 8, 102; Wildlife Protection Society 
of India 2007, unpaginated), and are 
sold into Asian markets as tiger bone 
fakes (Williams et al. 2015, pp. 2–3, 62, 
citing several sources). Tiger bone is 
highly valued in Asia, primarily in 
China and Vietnam, and there is 
considerable demand for it (Williams et 
al. 2015, p. 1; Gratwicke et al. 2008, pp. 
2–5; Graham-Rowe 2011, pp. s101– 
s102). Consequently, tiger bones are one 
of the most lucrative products on the 
illegal wildlife market (Haken 2011, in 
Williams et al. 2015, p. 1)—the retail 
price of raw tiger bone can reach 
$1,250–3,750 USD per kilogram (Nowell 
and Ling 2007, p. 23). 

Tigers are categorized by IUCN as 
endangered (Goodrich 2015, p. 2). 
Globally, the tiger population has 
declined from what is believed to have 
been 100,000 at the turn of the 19th 
century (Jackson 1993, in Nijman and 
Shepherd 2015, p. 1) to an estimated 
5,000–7,000 in 1998, to 3,159 tigers in 
2014 (Goodrich 2015, p. 7; Seidensticker 
et al. 1999, in Goodrich et al. 2015, p. 
7). Poaching for the illegal trade in tiger 
parts, especially bone has become a 
major driver in the species’ decline 
(Goodrich et al. 2015, p. 9; Williams et 
al. 2015, p. 1; Nowell and Ling 2007, p. 
v). While wild tiger populations are 
declining, the demand for tiger parts in 
Asia is increasing (Williams et al. 2015, 
p. 5; United Nations Office on Drugs 
and Crime 2013, p. 81; United Nations 
Office on Drugs and Crime 2010, pp. 10, 
17; Nowell and Ling 2007, p. 4). This 
increasing demand for tiger parts has 
led to the rise of tiger farms, where live 
captive bred tigers appear to be utilized 
to supply the bone trade within China 
(Denyer 2015, unpaginated). With tigers 
difficult to obtain, lion bone may be 

increasingly used as a replacement for 
tiger bone. Thus, the lion bone trade 
could potentially follow the same 
course as the tiger bone trade: Become 
lucrative, spur considerable demand 
from suppliers of the black market, 
result in extensive poaching of wild 
individuals, and have significant 
impacts to wild populations. 

Certain aspects of the current lion 
bone trade suggest that the potential for 
the trade to impact wild lion 
populations may be high. For example, 
evidence suggests that demand from 
Asia for lion bone is increasing rapidly. 
Based on Williams (2015, pp. ix–x, 46), 
during 1982–2000, only nine lion 
skeletons were exported from 
worldwide sources, destined primarily 
to Europe. CITES permit records show 
only three exported from South Africa 
prior to 2008, destined for Denmark. In 
2008, South Africa began issuing CITES 
permits for the export of skeletons of 
captive-bred lions to Asia. These 
exports currently appear to come 
primarily from South Africa’s captive- 
bred lion hunting industry as a 
byproduct of trophy hunting. The 
number of lion skeletons for which 
South Africa issued permits for export 
to Asia (China, Viet Nam, Thailand and 
Lao PDR) increased tenfold from 2008 to 
2011, from about 50 to about 573 
skeletons, respectively, representing a 
total of 1,160 skeletons or about 10.8 
metric tons (11.9 US tons) of lion bone 
in 4 years (Williams 2015, pp. ix–x, 46). 
Further, according to the Government of 
Kenya (2015, p. 3), the declared exports 
of bones, skulls, and skeletons derived 
from wild lions also show an increasing 
trend through the period 2003–2012, 
with total declared specimens in 2012 
more than ten times those in 2003. With 
respect to meeting demand for lion 
bone, Lindsey et al. (2012, p. 20) state 
that there are likely to be large numbers 
of lion bones available for export from 
game farms, from lionesses and non- 
trophy males, and as byproducts from 
animals shot as trophies. In addition, 
Williams et al. (2015, p. 41) report that 
there may be between 1,400 and 6,200 
lion skeletons from past trophy hunts on 
South African game farms that could 
potentially be used to supply demand 
for lion bone. However, considering the 
sharp and continuing increases in 
demand from Asia for lion bone, there 
is potential for demand to surpass the 
availability of legally obtained lion bone 
and, consequently, result in poaching of 
wild lions to meet demand. 

In addition, recent evidence strongly 
suggests live lions are being used to 
supply the lion bone trade (Williams et 
al. 2015, pp. ix, 2–3, 42–44). In August 
2006 a live Asiatic lion was observed in 
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a market in Mong La, Myanmar (Oswell, 
2010, p. 12). The town, known for 
incidents of wildlife trafficking, is less 
than 2km from the Chinese border. Up 
to 2006/2007, Williams et al. (2015, p. 
x, Table 11, Figure 24) noted: 
‘‘The combined quantity of live lions and 
lion parts and derivatives exported to East– 
Southeast Asia from South Africa was 
minimal in the broader global trade. From 
2008, however, the quantities exported 
increased almost six-fold from the previous 
year. Not only did the number of live lions 
exported to East–Southeast Asia reach record 
levels from this time, but also the first 
permits to export lion skeletons were issued. 
The demand for lion parts and derivatives 
appears to have coincided with the 
strengthened conservation measures adopted 
in 2006–2007 to protect tigers and Asian big 
cats. Accordingly, tiger parts were 
increasingly substituted with lion parts 
obtained from Africa. The trade in lion parts 
and derivatives to Lao PDR dominates the 
exports. Since 1998, but especially after 
2007, China, Viet Nam, Lao PDR, Myanmar 
and Thailand have imported increasing 
amounts of live lions, lion bodies and bones 
from South Africa.’’ 

Evidence also indicates ‘‘well 
established’’ links between South 
Africa’s legal lion bone trade and the 
Xaysavang Network, an international 
wildlife trafficking syndicate that is also 
involved in the illicit rhino horn trade 
in South Africa (Williams et al. 2015, 
pp. 7–10, 59; Environmental 
Investigative Agency 2014, p. 13; U.S. 
Department of State 2013, unpaginated). 
The U.S. Department of State has issued 
a $1 million reward for information 
leading to the dismantling of this 
network. According to the U.S. 
Department of State, the Xaysavang 
Network facilitates the killing of 
endangered species in Africa and 
elsewhere and smuggles them to Laos 
for export to other Asian countries (U.S. 
Department of State 2013, unpaginated). 
During 2008–2011, the vast majority 
(85%) of the permits issued by South 
Africa to export lion skeletons or 
carcasses were issued for exports to 
Laos (Williams et al. 2015, pp. x, 46) 
and, for the only 2 years for which data 
were available (2009 and 2010), over 
half of the consignments destined for 
Laos were listed as imported by Vixay 
Keosavang, believed by the U.S. 
Department of State to be the leader of 
the Xaysavang network (U.S. 
Department of State 2013, unpaginated; 
Williams et al. 2015, pp.8–10). The 
involvement of the Xaysavang Network 
in South Africa’s lion bone trade 
indicates there are well-established 
avenues for laundering of illegally 
obtained lion bones, such as those 
obtained from poached wild lions, into 
the legal trade. 

Lastly, evidence suggests incentive to 
poach wild lions for the bone trade may 
currently exist. According to Williams 
et al. (2015, p. x), the 2013 price paid 
to South African game farmers and 
landowners for lion bones was $1,260– 
2,100 USD per skeleton. In many lion 
range states this exceeds per capita GDP 
(gross domestic product) (World Bank 
2015, unpaginated). Thus, the current 
price paid for lion bone appears to 
provide incentive in some countries to 
poach wild lions. 

While the lion bone trade appears to 
currently be based primarily in South 
Africa’s captive-bred lion hunting 
industry, the trade appears to be having 
little or no impact on wild lion 
populations in South Africa at this 
time—lion populations in South Africa 
are stable or increasing and there is little 
poaching of wild lions in the country 
(Funston and Levendal 2014, pp. 1, 26; 
Williams et al. 2015, pp. 79–80). 
However, the impact of the lion bone 
trade on lion populations outside South 
Africa is unknown, and most wild lions 
occur outside South Africa (see 
Distribution and Abundance). Based on 
the effect of the tiger bone trade on tiger 
populations, if current conditions—for 
example, rapidly increasing demand 
and involvement of an international 
crime syndicate—continue unchanged, 
then there is considerable potential for 
extensive poaching of wild lions to 
occur in order to meet demand. 

Disease 
Wild lions are known to be infected 

with various pathogens (Hunter et al. 
2012, p. 2; Craft 2008, p. 6; Michel et al. 
2006, p. 92; Hofmann-Lehmann et al. 
1996, pp. 559–561). However, 
information on the extent of infections 
and impacts of diseases on lion 
populations is limited. We found one 
study documenting disease in a single 
wild lion in India that died from 
trypanosomiasis in 2007; analysis of 
tissue samples also detected peste des 
petits ruminants virus (PPRV), which is 
not known to cause disease in 
carnivores (LionAid 2013, unpaginated; 
Balamurugan et al. 2012, pp. 203, 205). 
Information on the presence of disease 
and impacts to lions come from a few 
long-term studies that have been 
conducted in Africa, including 
Serengeti National Park, Ngorongoro 
Crater, and Kruger National Park. 

As a result of human population 
expansion into lion habitat, lions are 
increasingly exposed to diseases from 
domestic animals (IUCN 2006b, p. 26). 
Because lions are a top predator, they 
are at a particularly high risk of 
exposure to pathogens (Keet et al. 2009, 
p. 11). Some pathogens are endemic, 

meaning they are constantly present, but 
often do not cause disease. Others are 
epidemic and cause a sudden severe 
outbreak with the potential to cause 
high mortality (Craft 2008, pp. 5, 6). The 
association between disease, age, 
nutritional health and other factors that 
could predispose a lion to morbidity 
and, eventually, mortality is complex. It 
is often difficult to determine whether 
mortality was due to a single factor or 
a combination. Lions could be infected 
with and become debilitated by a 
disease, but the actual cause of death 
could be other factors, such as fighting 
with other lions or large predators 
(LionAid 2014a, p. 4). 

Feline calicivirus, feline herpesvirus, 
feline parvovirus, feline coronavirus, 
and feline leukemia virus are endemic 
viruses known to occur in lions of 
Serengeti National Park, Ngorongoro 
Crater, Lake Manyara National Park, 
Kruger National Park, and Etosha 
National Park (but not all viruses are 
known in all parks). However, these 
diseases are not known to affect lion 
survival (Hunter et al. 2012, p. 2; Craft 
2008, p. 6; Hofmann-Lehmann 1996, pp. 
559, 561). 

Lions within Kruger National Park 
and Hluhluwe-iMfolozi Park, South 
Africa, and Serengeti National Park, 
Tanzania, are known to be infected with 
Mycobacterium bovis, a pathogen that 
causes bovine tuberculosis (bTB). This 
pathogen is not endemic to African 
wildlife and was likely introduced from 
cattle imported from Europe. M. bovis is 
transmitted to ungulates, such as 
African buffalo (Syncerus caffer) and 
wildebeest (Connochaetes taurinus), 
from domestic cattle located on the 
periphery of the parks (Maas et al. 2012, 
p. 4206; Keet et al. 2009, pp. 4, 11; 
Renwick et al. 2007, p. 532; Michel et 
al. 2006, pp. 92, 93; Cleaveland et al. 
2005, pp. 446, 449, 450). Spillover of the 
disease from buffalo to other lion prey 
species, such as kudu (Tragelaphus 
strepsiceros) and warthog 
(Phacochoerus africanus), has also been 
documented (Keet et al. 2009, pp. 4, 11; 
Renwick et al. 2007, p. 535; Cleaveland 
et al. 2005, p. 450). Because the lion’s 
primary prey are infected with bTB, 
they are frequently exposed to large 
amounts of infected tissue and are at 
risk of infection (Keet et al. 2009, pp. 4, 
6; Renwick et al. 2007, pp. 532, 536; 
Michel et al. 2006, p. 93; Cleaveland et 
al. 2005, pp. 450, 451). Furthermore, 
predators prey on weak animals and 
scavenge on carcasses, increasing their 
likelihood of being exposed to M. bovis 
(Renwick et al. 2007, p. 536; Michel et 
al. 2006, p. 93). Transmission may also 
occur among lions via scratching and 
biting (Keet et al. 2009, p. 7; Renwick 
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et al. 2007, pp. 532–533). M. bovis is a 
pathogen that causes the infected 
animal to remain infectious and, 
therefore, a source of infection, until it 
dies (Renwick et al. 2007, p. 531). Miller 
et al. (2014, pp. 495, 496) found 
respiratory shedding of viable M. bovis 
in living lions, meaning that lions could 
transmit bTB and serve as maintenance 
hosts. 

The social behavior of buffalo and 
lions allows M. bovis to spread to larger 
areas and facilitates the transmission 
within and between prides. Drought 
conditions may also encourage the 
spread of this pathogen as herds must 
move into new areas in search of forage, 
potentially putting them in contact with 
new, uninfected herds (Keet et al. 2009, 
pp. 4, 6; Renwick et al. 2007, p. 533; 
Michel et al. 2006, p. 93). In Kruger 
National Park, bTB was introduced in 
the southeastern corner of the park 
between 1950 and 1960. It gradually 
made a northern progress and reached 
the park’s northern boundary in 2006. In 
2009, the disease was found in buffalo 
across the river boundary in Zimbabwe 
(Keet et al. 2009, pp. 6, 11; Renwick et 
al. 2007, pp. 532, 533; Michel et al. 
2006, pp. 92, 96, 98). A study from 
Kruger National Park indicated that bTB 
spreads quickly through lion 
populations; in an area with high herd 
prevalence of M. bovis, 90 percent of 
lions became infected (Cleaveland et al. 
2005, p. 451). In time it will likely 
spread to Mozambique (Keet et al. 2009, 
p. 6). In Serengeti National Park, 
infection may be widespread due to the 
large, migratory wildebeest population 
that ranges throughout the Serengeti 
ecosystem, including Maasai Mara 
National Reserve (Cleaveland et al. 
2005, p. 450). Although an eradication 
program has been implemented for 
cattle in South Africa, once an infection 
is established in a free-ranging 
maintenance host, like buffalo, it is 
unlikely to be eradicated (Keet et al. 
2009, p. 11; Renwick et al. 2007, pp. 
537, 538; Michel et al. 2006, p. 96). In 
fact, modeling has predicted that 
prevalence could reach as high as 90 
percent over the next 25 years, with 
similar consequences for predators 
(Renwick et al. 2007, p. 535). 

Clinical signs of bTB in lions include 
emaciation, respiratory complications, 
swollen lymph nodes, draining sinuses, 
ataxia, and lameness (Keet et al. 2009, 
p. 13; Renwick et al. 2007, pp. 533, 534; 
Cleaveland et al. 2005, p. 450), although 
some lions may be subclinically 
infected but remain asymptomatic until 
they experience another bTB infection, 
suffer from poor nutrition or advancing 
age, or become super-infected with 
other diseases that may exacerbate the 

infection (Renwick et al. 2007, p. 533). 
The impact of bTB on lions is largely 
unknown. Researchers suggest that bTB 
may lower breeding success, reduce 
resiliency, and be a mortality factor 
based on data that indicate survival is 
shortened in infected lions, with death 
ranging between 2 and 5 years after 
infection (Maas et al. 2012, p. 4212; 
Renwick et al. 2007, p. 536; Keet, 
unpublished data in Michel et al. 2006, 
p. 93; Cleaveland et al. 2005, pp. 450, 
451). In addition to clinical effects of 
bTB that may lead to mortality, this 
disease has also led to social changes 
with lower lion survival and breeding 
success with more frequent male 
coalition turnover and, consequently, 
higher infanticide (Keet, unpublished 
data in Michel et al. 2006, p. 93). 
Research has shown adverse effects to 
lion individuals and subpopulations, 
but effects at the species population 
level are developing slowly (Michel et 
al. 2006, p. 97). Studies have shown that 
impacts of bTB on lion numbers vary 
between populations. For example, 30 
percent of the inbred populations in 
Hluhluwe-iMfolozi Park died due to a 
combination of bTB and malnutrition 
(Hunter et al. 2012, p. 3). However, 
despite bTB infection and a high 
prevalence in prey species, the lion 
population in Kruger National Park has 
remained stable (Ferreira and Funston 
2010, p. 201). 

Epidemics of canine distemper virus 
(CDV) are known to have occurred in 
the Serengeti-Mara Ecosystem, an area 
that encompasses the Serengeti National 
Park, Ngorongoro Conservation Area, 
and Maasai Mara National Reserve 
(Craft 2008, pp. 13–14; Cleaveland et al. 
2007, pp. 613, 616, 618). CDV is a 
common pathogen in the large 
population of domestic dogs (Canis 
lupus familiaris) around the Serengeti- 
Mara Ecosystem, which are believed to 
be the source of CDV in lions 
(Cleaveland et al. 2007, pp. 613, 617). 
CDV is assumed to be transferred to 
lions by the sharing of food sources with 
spotted hyenas (Crocuta crocuta) or 
jackals (Canis spp.) that become 
infected by consuming the infected 
carcasses of domestic dogs (Craft et al. 
2009, p. 1783; Craft 2008, p. 13). Viana 
et al. (2015, pp. 1466, 1467) recently 
discovered that domestic dogs are not 
the sole source of CDV in the Serengeti, 
but rather there is likely a larger, 
multihost community of wildlife that 
contribute to outbreaks. Lions may also 
transmit CDV among themselves via 
sharing food, fights, and mating (Craft et 
al. 2009, pp. 1778, 1783; Craft 2008, pp. 
13, 18, 71). 

CDV generally lacks clinical signs or 
measurable mortality in lions, and most 

CDV events have been harmless. 
However, in 1994 and 2001, CDV 
epidemics in the Serengeti National 
Park/Maasai Mara National Reserve and 
Ngorongoro Crater, respectively, 
resulted in unusually high mortality 
rates (Hunter et al. 2012, p. 2; Craft 
2008, p. 14; Munson et al. 2008, pp. 1, 
2; Cleaveland et al. 2007, pp. 613, 618; 
Roelke-Parker et al. 1996, pp. 441, 443). 
These outbreaks coincided with climate 
extremes that resulted in a higher 
number of Babesia, a tick-borne 
parasite, infections (Munson et al. 2008, 
pp. 2, 5). Babesia is common in lions, 
but typically at low levels with no 
measurable impacts on their health 
(Craft 2008, p. 14; Munson et al. 2008, 
p. 3). However, droughts in 1993 and 
2000 in Serengeti National Park/Maasai 
Mara National Reserve and Ngorongoro 
Crater, respectively, led to large-scale 
starvation and widespread die-offs of 
buffalo. This situation combined with 
resumption of rains and fire suppression 
in Ngorongoro Crater favored 
propagation of ticks, vectors of Babesia, 
leading to unusually high tick burdens. 
The compromised health of buffalo 
allowed lions to feed on an inordinate 
number of tick-infested prey (Craft 2008, 
p. 14; Munson et al. 2008, pp. 2, 4, 5). 

Exposure to either CDV or Babesia 
singly is not typically associated with a 
compromise in health or an increase in 
mortality (Craft 2008, p. 14; Munson et 
al. 2008, pp. 1, 2, 3). However, the 
Babesia infections were exacerbated by 
the immunosuppressive effects of CDV 
and led to the unusually high mortality 
rates (Craft 2008, p. 14; Munson et al. 
2008, p. 5). The Serengeti National Park/ 
Maasai Mara National Reserve lion 
population lost 30 percent of its 
population (approximately 1,000 lions), 
but has recovered to its pre-epidemic 
population levels (Craft 2008, pp. v, 14, 
41; Munson et al. 2008, p. 1; Cleaveland 
et al. 2007, pp. 613, 617; Roelke-Parker 
et al. 1996, p. 444). Thirty-four percent 
of the Ngorongoro Crater lion 
population was killed, but frequent 
outbreaks of disease have prevented this 
population from recovering back to its 
carrying capacity (Craft 2008, p. 14; 
Munson et al. 2008, pp. 1, 2; Cleaveland 
et al. 2007, p. 617). The difference in 
recovery is likely due to the highly 
inbred nature of the Ngorongoro Crater 
lion population, compared to the 
Serengeti population, and its greater 
susceptibility to parasitic and viral 
infections (Hunter et al. 2012, p. 2; 
Munson et al. 2008, p. 5; Brown et al. 
1994, pp. 5953–5954). 

Feline immunodeficiency virus (FIV) 
is an endemic pathogen in many lion 
populations of southern and eastern 
Africa (Maas et al. 2012, p. 4206; Adams 
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et al. 2011, p. 173; Pecon-Slattery et al. 
2008, p. 2; Hofmann-Lehmann et al. 
1996, pp. 555, 558; Brown et al. 1994, 
p. 5966). FIV is believed to have been 
present in lions since the late Pliocene 
(O’Brien et al. 2012, p. 243; Troyer et al. 
2011, p. 2; Roelke et al. 2009, p. 3; 
Pecon-Slattery et al. 2008, p. 8). There 
are 6 subtypes of FIV, A through F, each 
with a distinct geographic area of 
endemnicity (Adams et al. 2011, p. 174; 
Troyer et al. 2011, p. 2; Roelke et al. 
2009, p. 3; Pecon-Slattery et al. 2008, p. 
4; O’Brien et al. 2006, p. 262) and 
differing levels of virulency (LionAid 
2014b, unpaginated). The social nature 
of lions allows for viral transmission 
within and between prides through 
saliva when biting (Maas et al. 2012, p. 
4210; Pecon-Slattery et al. 2008, p. 5; 
Brown et al. 1994, p. 5953). Prevalence 
of FIV often approaches 100 percent of 
adults in infected lion populations, 
including the few remaining 
populations in Botswana, South Africa, 
and Tanzania, (LionAid 2014b, 
unpaginated; O’Brien et al. 2012, p. 243; 
Troyer et al. 2011, p. 2; Roelke et al. 
2009, p. 3; O’Brien et al. 2006, p. 262; 
Hofmann-Lehmann et al. 1996, p. 559). 

FIV causes immune deficiencies that 
allow for opportunistic infections in the 
host (Roelke et al. 2009, p. 1; Brown et 
al. 1994, p. 5,953). With an impaired 
immune system, lions may not have an 
appropriate and effective immune 
response to various pathogens to which 
they are consistently exposed (LionAid 
2014a, p. 6). There may also be 
unrecognized immunological 
consequences (Roelke et al. 2006, p. 
234) and adverse clinical and 
pathological outcomes (Roelke et al. 
2009, p. 1). Chronic effects of FIV are 
important to long-term survival and 
differ according to subtype (Troyer et al. 
2011, p. 6). Studies have indicated that 
lions may exhibit signs of opportunistic 
infection associated with AIDS, such as 
swollen lymph nodes, gingivitis, tongue 
papillomas, dehydration, poor coat 
condition, and abnormal red blood cell 
parameters, and in some cases death 
(Troyer et al. 2011, p. 2; Roelke et al. 
2009, pp. 2, 3–6). Lions in Botswana 
and Tanzania have demonstrated 
multiple clinical features of chronic 
immune depletion similar to HIV and 
domestic cat AIDS (Troyer et al. 2011, 
pp. 2–3). However, there is no evidence 
that FIV itself poses a threat to wild 
populations (Frank et al. 2006, p. 1); FIV 
does not appear to be impacting lions in 
Kruger National Park (Maas et al. 2012, 
p. 4212), and no evidence of AIDS-like 
illnesses or decreased lifespan has been 
found in FIV lion populations in the 
Serengeti (O’Brien et al. 2006, p. 263). 

The role of disease in determining 
survival and reproductive potential in 
lions is almost completely unknown. It 
is often difficult to determine whether 
mortality was due to a single or 
combination of factors. Lions could be 
infected with and become debilitated by 
a disease, but the cause of death could 
ultimately be due to other factors 
(LionAid 2014a, pp. 4–5). Available 
studies do not indicate that infection 
with a single disease is causing 
detrimental impacts to lions at the 
species level, although general body 
condition, health, and lifespan may be 
compromised and result in negative 
impacts at the individual or population 
level. 

Co-infections, however, could have 
synergistic effects that lead to greater 
impacts on lions than a single infection. 
Lions impacted by the 1994 CDV 
outbreak in Serengeti National Park/
Maasai Mara National Reserve may have 
been more susceptible to CDV due to 
depleted immunity caused by FIV 
(O’Brien et al. 2006, p. 263). Troyer et 
al. (2011, pp. 5–6) found that survival 
during the CDV/Babesia outbreak in 
Serengeti National Park/Maasai Mara 
National Reserve was significantly less 
for lions infected with FIV A and/or C 
than FIV B. This finding suggests that 
FIV A and C may predispose carriers to 
CDV pathogenesis and may increase the 
risk of mortality (O’Brien et al. 2012, p. 
243). Impacts of co-infections of FIV 
with FCV, FPV, FHV, and FCoV on 
individual lions are negligible and do 
not endanger the lion population, at 
least in the absence of other aggravating 
cofactors (Hofmann-Lehmann et al. 
1996, p. 561). 

Pathogen–pathogen interactions may 
become more important when lions are 
under additional stress (e.g., increased 
parasite load or low prey density) (Maas 
et al. 2012, p. 4212). Certain 
environmental conditions may 
exacerbate the effects of an otherwise 
innocuous infection. For example, as 
discussed above, CDV and Babesia 
infections generally have no measurable 
impacts on lion health, but climatic 
conditions increased exposure of lions 
to Babesia infections, which were 
exacerbated by the immunosuppressive 
effects of CDV and led to unusually high 
mortality rates (Craft 2008, p. 14; 
Munson et al. 2008, p. 5). Some lions 
infected with bTB may remain 
asymptomatic until conditions change 
and they suffer from poor nutrition due 
to low prey density, advancing age, or 
become super-infected with other 
diseases that may exacerbate the 
infection (Renwick et al. 2007, p. 533). 

Species with reduced genetic 
variation may be less able to mount an 

effective immune response against an 
emerging pathogen (O’Brien et al. 2006, 
p. 255). For example, the inbred 
populations in Hluhluwe-iMfolozi Park 
lost 30 percent of lions due to a 
combination of bTB and malnutrition 
(Hunter et al. 2012, p. 3). The 
Ngorongoro Crater lions have not 
recovered to pre-outbreak numbers due 
to their inbred nature and greater 
susceptibility to parasitic and viral 
infections (Hunter et al. 2012, p. 2; 
Munson et al. 2008, p. 5; Brown et al. 
1994, pp. 5953–5954). Additionally, 
disease outbreaks can lead to extirpation 
in small, isolated populations (Gilpin 
and Soule 1986 and Paul-Murphy et al. 
1994 in Harvell et al. 2002). Although 
we found no information indicating 
presence of disease in the Indian 
population, the small, isolated nature 
makes the population more vulnerable 
to disease outbreaks and could have a 
detrimental impact on the population 
(Banerjee and Jhala 2012, p. 1427; 
Meena 2010, p. 209; Johnsingh et al. 
2007, p. 93). This principle also applies 
to the small, isolated populations 
throughout Africa. 

Although disease is known in several 
populations, the impacts are known in 
only a few populations where disease 
has been frequently studied. Precise 
estimates of lions lost to disease are 
lacking, due to the difficulty in 
detection. However, disease appears to 
be a secondary factor influencing the 
decline of lions when co-infections 
occur or when disease is combined with 
other factors, including environmental 
changes, reduced prey density, and 
inbreeding depression. Diseases weaken 
individuals and allow them to succumb 
to other diseases or factors. Although 
disease does not appear to be a major 
driver in the status of the lion, 
populations can suffer significant losses; 
some may recover to pre-outbreak 
levels, others may not. Given the small 
and declining lion populations that 
remain, any loss of individuals from the 
populations could be detrimental. 

The risk of disease may increase with 
time due to loss of genetic variation 
associated with continued 
fragmentation of populations, whether 
by habitat loss or fencing of habitat, and 
increased proximity to humans and 
domestic livestock that may expose 
lions to new diseases (IUCN 2006b, pp. 
19, 26). Additionally, changes in climate 
may increase disease outbreaks in prey 
species, as well as lions (See Climate 
Change). Climate change could 
potentially increase the likelihood of 
lethal co-infections (The Heinz Center 
2012, p. 12), similar to the co-infections 
of CDV and Babesia in Serengeti 
National Park/Maasai Mara National 
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Reserve and Ngorongoro Crater lions 
following drought events. 

Deleterious Effects Due to Small 
Population Sizes 

The risk of extinction is related to the 
moment when a declining population 
becomes a small population and is often 
estimated using minimum viable 
population (MVP) sizes (Traill et al. 
2010, p. 28). The viability of a lion 
population is complex, but it partly 
depends on the number of prides and 
ability of males to disperse and interact 
with other prides, which affects 
exchange of genetic material (Björklund 
2003, p. 518). Without genetic exchange, 
or variation, individual fitness is 
reduced and species are less able to 
adapt to environmental changes and 
stress, increasing the risk of extinction 
(Bijlsma and Loeschcke 2012, pp. 117, 
119; Segelbacher et al. 2010, p. 2; Traill 
et al. 2010, p. 31; Björklund 2003, p. 
515). 

Björklund (2003, p. 520) found that 
the most important determining factors 
for the level of inbreeding in lions is the 
number of prides and male dispersal. 
The MVP for lions has not been formally 
established and agreed upon by species 
experts (Riggio et al. 2011, p. 5; CITES 
2004a, p. 2; Björklund 2003, p. 521); 
however, it has been suggested that to 
conserve genetic diversity, populations 
of at least 50 prides, but preferably 100 
prides (250 to 500 individuals), with no 
limits to dispersal, are necessary (Bauer 
et al. 2008 in Riggio et al. 2013, p. 32; 
Björklund 2003, pp. 515, 518). 
Björklund (2003, p. 518) found that 
inbreeding decreased rapidly with the 
number of prides. For example, if there 
are less than 10 prides the likelihood of 
genetic effects due to inbreeding 
increased from 0 in the beginning to 26– 
45 percent after 30 generations, whereas 
if 100 prides are present, the likelihood 
is only 5 percent assuming no migration 
into the population (Björklund 2003, p. 
515). Additionally, it appears that 
inbreeding rapidly increases when the 
number of prides falls below 50 
(Björklund 2003, p. 518, Figure 2). 
Riggio et al. (2013, pp. 20, 22) used the 
threshold described by Björklund (2003) 
to define, in part, lion strongholds. 
Stronghold populations of lions were 
considered to be those that meet the 
necessary requirements for long-term 
viability and were defined, in part, as 
containing at least 500 individuals (100 
prides). Potential strongholds were 
described, broadly, as areas where 
immediate interventions might create a 
viable population and were defined, in 
part, as populations that contained at 
least 250 lions. However, the threshold 
described by Björklund (2003) and used 

by Riggio et al. (2013) may be smaller 
for P. l. leo as pride sizes are generally 
smaller than those for P. l. melanochaita 
(Riggio et al. 2013, p. 32; Meena 2009, 
p. 7; Nowell and Jackson 1996, p. 37). 

Male dispersal also plays an 
important role in determining the level 
of inbreeding in lion populations. Even 
if only a fraction of males do not 
disperse, inbreeding rapidly increases 
with each generation (approximately 5 
years) (Björklund 2003, pp. 518, 520). 
Even when migration rates of males is 
as high as 95 or 99 percent, the 
likelihood of inbreeding is clearly 
higher than if 100 percent of males 
disperse. Using a 95 percent dispersal 
rate, the probability of inbreeding 
reached 57 percent and 20 percent for 
10 and 100 prides within 30 generations 
(150 years) (Björklund 2003, pp. 518– 
519). One example is the lion 
population in Ngorongoro Crater. New 
males rarely migrate into the population 
due to physical barriers, and inbreeding 
has been shown to occur (Packer et al. 
1991b in Björklund 2003, p. 521). The 
fewer number of males present to 
contribute genes to the next generation, 
the more inbred the population will be 
(Riggio et al. 2013, p. 32). Therefore, not 
only does dispersal impact inbreeding, 
so does the loss of male lions due to 
excessive trophy hunting and 
infanticide (see Trophy Hunting). 

Because the number of prides and 
male dispersal are the most important 
factors for maintaining viability, 
sufficient areas are needed to support at 
least 50 prides, but preferably 100 
prides, and allow unrestricted male 
dispersal (Björklund 2003, p. 521). 
Unfortunately, few lion populations 
meet these criteria as almost all lion 
populations in Africa that historically 
exceeded 500 individuals are declining, 
and few protected areas are large 
enough to support viable populations 
(Bauer et al. 2015a, unpaginated; Bauer 
et al. 2015b, p. 1; Bauer et al. 2008, 
unpaginated; Riggio 2011, p. 5; Hazzah 
2006, p. 2; Bauer and Van Der Merwe 
2004, pp. 28–30; Björklund 2003, p. 
521). Even within large areas, 
inbreeding will increase if dispersal is 
limited, (Björklund 2003, pp. 521–522). 
Furthermore, research indicates that 
there is a general lack of gene flow in 
most lion conservation units (Dubach et 
al. 2013, pp. 749, 750; Bertola et al. 
2011, p. 1364; Chardonnet et al. 2009, 
p. 54). 

Small populations (e.g., fewer than 50 
lions) can persist in the wild for some 
time; however, the lack of dispersal and 
genetic variation can negatively impact 
the reproductive fitness of lions in these 
populations and local extirpation is 
likely (Traill et al. 2010, p. 30; O’Brien 

1994, p. 5748). Loss of fecundity leads 
to a decrease in population size, fewer 
prides in a population, and increased 
inbreeding which contributes to a 
decline in the population and increases 
the risk of extinction (Björklund 2003, 
p. 521). Additionally, lack of genetic 
variation can impact the ability of lions 
to withstand stochastic events. For 
example, the inbred populations in 
Hluhluwe-iMfolozi Park were unable to 
mount an effective immune response 
and lost 30 percent of lions due to a 
combination of bTB and malnutrition 
(Hunter et al. 2012, p. 3). Additionally, 
the lions of Ngorongoro Crater never 
recovered to pre-outbreak numbers due 
its inbred nature and greater 
susceptibility to parasitic and viral 
infections (Hunter et al. 2012, p. 2; 
Munson et al. 2008, p. 5; Brown et al. 
1994, pp. 5953–5954). Reductions in 
genetic variations may also limit the 
lion’s ability to evolve responses to 
climate change (The Heinz Center 2012, 
p. 12). 

The lion population in India is one of 
the few populations that are increasing 
(Bauer et al. 2015a, unpaginated; BBC 
2015, unpaginated; The Guardian 2015, 
unpaginated; Banerjee and Jhala 2012, 
p. 1427) and could be considered a 
stronghold according to the criteria set 
by Riggio et al. (2013, p. 22). Despite 
being genetically less diverse, Banerjee 
and Jhala (2012, pp. 1424–1425) found 
no evidence of depressed demographic 
parameters in the lions of India. 
However, intense management, 
including healthcare interventions, may 
interfere with natural selection 
processes by ensuring the survival of 
unfit lions which facilitates the 
propagation of deleterious genes in the 
population (Banerjee and Jahala 2012, p. 
1427). This population is also running 
out of area to expand. Being a small, 
isolated population and less genetically 
diverse, it is more vulnerable to the loss 
of any individuals due to environmental 
and stochastic events, and more prone 
to local extinction events (Banerjee and 
Jhala 2012, p. 1428; Meena 2010, p. 209; 
Johnsingh et al. 2007, p. 93; Thuiller et 
al. 2006, pp. 434–435). 

The establishment of another free- 
ranging population geographically 
separate from Gir would reduce the risk 
of extinction of this population due to 
stochastic events (e.g., disease outbreaks 
or floods). In the early 1990s, a second 
population was proposed at Kuno 
Wildlife Sanctuary in Madhya Pradesh 
State (Johnsingh et al. 2007, p. 93). 
However, the Government of Gujarat has 
refused to allow any lions from Gir to 
be transferred to the Kuno Wildlife 
Sanctuary, despite a ruling by India’s 
Supreme Court (The Economic Times 
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1 ECOLEX is a comprehensive database on 
environmental law, maintained by the International 
Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN), the 
United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP), 
and the Food and Agriculture Organization of the 
United Nations (FAO). Our search terms used with 
respect to wildlife laws were ‘‘African lion,’’ 
‘‘Asiatic lion,’’ ‘‘Panthera leo leo,’’ ‘‘Panthera leo 
persica,’’ and ‘‘country,’’ e.g., ‘‘Angola,’’ ‘‘Benin,’’ 
etc. Information accessed at http://ecolex.org. 

2015, unpaginated; Duerr 2014, 
unpaginated; Meena 2014, p. 29). 

Regulatory Mechanisms 
Regulatory mechanisms in place to 

provide protections to African lions 
vary substantially throughout Africa. 
The lion species (Panthera leo) is listed 
in Appendix II of CITES; however, the 
former Asiatic lion (P. l. persica) is 
listed in Appendix I. With the exception 
of South Sudan, all of the lion range 
states are Parties to CITES. According to 
the draft CITES Periodic Review of the 
Status of African Lions (CITES 2014, pp. 
14–15) outside of CITES, lions have no 
legal protections in four countries: 
Burundi, Guinea Bissau, Lesotho, and 
Swaziland. However, CITES 2014 (p. 15) 
states that most of the southern and 
eastern lion range states have regulatory 
mechanisms in place to protect lions. 
We found that most of the range states 
have national environmental legislation 
to establish national parks and 
conservation areas, and to conserve and 
regulate the take, hunting, and trade of 
wildlife, including parts and products, 
but could find no legislation specific to 
lions, or to the main threats affecting 
lions: habitat loss, human–lion conflict, 
and loss of prey base (Ecolex 1 
information last accessed November 6, 
2015). 

National and international 
conservation strategies rely on protected 
areas to protect natural resources from 
negative impacts of human populations 
(Craigie et al. 2010, p. 2221). The lion 
is largely limited to protected areas; 
therefore, effective management is 
crucial to the survival of the species. 
However, weak management of 
protected areas has been documented 
across its range, especially in western 
Africa where most protected areas are 
experiencing severe management 
deficiencies (Henschel et al. 2015, 
unpaginated; Henschel et al. 2014, pp. 
5, 7; Brugiére 2012 in Henschel et al. 
2014, p. 7; Craigie et al. 2010, entire). 
The WAP complex in western Africa 
had received high scores for 
management effectiveness (Henschel et 
al. 2015, p. 7). 

Effective management requires 
adequate funding, resources, and staff. 
Packer et al. (2013a, pp. 638–639) found 
that lion densities were highest in 
protected areas with the highest 

management budgets. Cost estimates for 
maintaining lion populations in 
protected areas range from an annual 
budget of $500 USD per km2 in smaller 
fenced reserves to $2,000 USD per km2 
for unfenced reserves (Packer et al. 
2013, p. 640). This includes but is not 
limited to costs associated with 
permanent and temporary staff, fencing 
installation and maintenance (fences 
can cost $3,000 USD per km to install), 
infrastructure maintenance, anti- 
poaching activities such as surveillance 
and snare/trap removal, wildlife 
restocking fees (both for lions killed by 
illegal poaching/snares as well as other 
trophy species killed by lions on the 
reserves), community outreach, and 
compensation for loss of livestock in 
surrounding communities. However, 
many management areas lack adequate 
funding (Packer et al. 2013, p. 640; 
Groom 2013, pp. 4–5; Barnett and 
Patterson 2005, p. 82). 

Of 12 protected areas assessed in 
western Africa, 6 had no budget for 
management activities or the budget was 
too low to conserve lion populations; 
nine reported having either no law 
enforcement activity or major 
deficiencies in staff and resources to 
conduct patrols. In Comoé National 
Park, the staff was found to be too small 
for the size of the park (Henschel et al. 
2014, p. 7). Protected areas in Guinea 
are essentially parks on paper only. 
They have no staff, management plan, or 
operating budget (Brugiére 2012 in 
Henschel et al. 2014, p. 7). Although the 
WAP complex has received high scores 
for management effectiveness, the 
presence of 50,000 head of cattle inside 
W National Park indicates weak 
management. Livestock are rare in Arly- 
Pendjari, and lion density is higher; a 
higher management budget allocation is 
suspected to be the cause of the 
observed differences (Henschel et al. 
2014, pp. 5–6). Across the lion’s range, 
Africa’s protected areas have generally 
failed to mitigate threats to large 
mammal populations, including the lion 
and its prey (Craigie et al. 2010, entire). 

Poor management leads to many of 
the threats that lions face, including 
encroachment by pastoralists, increased 
poaching pressure, collapse of prey 
populations, and persecution by 
pastoralists (Brugiére et al. 2015, pp. 
519–520; Henschel et al. 2015, 
unpaginated; Henschel et al. 2014, pp. 
5, 7; Henschel et al. 2010, p. 38). 
Therefore, it can be said that 
management of protected areas that still 
harbor lions is inadequate to address the 
threats impacting lions, especially those 
in western Africa (Henschel 2015, 
unpaginated). Overall, investment in 
conservation activities is extremely low 

in western Africa, compared to central, 
eastern, and southern Africa. Countries 
in the former or current western Africa 
lion range are among the 50 poorest 
countries in the world, and six are 
classified as least developed countries. 
These countries will likely be unable to 
generate the resources required to 
secure their remaining lion populations 
(Henschel et al. 2014, pp. 7–8). 
Investment from the international 
community is needed to increase 
management effectiveness of these 
protected areas (Henschel et al. 2015, 
unpaginated). 

In India, most lions occur within five 
designated protected areas: Gir National 
Park and Gir Wildlife Sanctuary (Gir 
Protected Area) and Pania, Mitiyala, and 
Girnar sanctuaries (Bauer et al. 2015a, 
unpaginated; Banerjee and Jhala 2012, 
p. 1421; Singh and Gibson 2011, p. 
1754; Jhala et al. 2009, pp. 3384, 3385; 
Nowell and Jackson 1996, p. 38). Under 
India’s Wild Life Protection Act of 1972 
(Act No. 53 of 1972; Chapter IV, sections 
27, 28, 33, 35), entry into protected 
areas is regulated and certain activities 
are controlled and managed, including 
security of wild animals and grazing of 
livestock. In 2012, India’s Ministry of 
Environment and Forests (2012, p. 22) 
declared the area 5 km from the 
boundary of Girnar Wildlife Sanctuary 
an Eco-sensitive Zone for the long-term 
protection and conservation of the lion. 
This designation prohibits certain 
activities within the designated zone, 
such as mining, unregulated tourism, 
polluting industries, and unregulated 
felling of trees. 

Because of the protections afforded by 
the Government of Gujarat, threats that 
contributed to the decline of this 
population have been ameliorated and 
most threats faced by lions are not an 
immediate threat. Protections ensure 
food security, water availability, habitat 
suitability, and safety for these lions 
(Meena 2014, p. 26). However, because 
this population is small and isolated, it 
is vulnerable to extinction from 
stochastic events. Although a second 
location has been proposed to establish 
another free-ranging population 
geographically separate from Gir to 
reduce the risk of extinction of this 
population, translocation of lions from 
Gujarat are still pending (see Deleterious 
Effects Due to Small Population Sizes). 

Climate Change 
Consideration of ongoing and 

projected climate change is a 
component of our analysis under the 
Act. The term ‘‘climate change’’ refers to 
a change in the mean, variability, or 
seasonality of climate variables over 
time periods of decades or hundreds of 
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years (Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change (IPCC) 2013, p. 1255). 
Climate change models, like all other 
scientific models, produce projections 
that have some uncertainty because of 
the assumptions used, the data 
available, and the specific model 
features. The science supporting climate 
model projections as well as models 
assessing their impacts on species and 
habitats will continue to be refined as 
more information becomes available. 

Temperature and Precipitation Trends 
Within the past 50–100 years, the 

surface temperature in Africa and Asia 
has increased (Hijioka et al. 2014a, p. 
1333; Niang et al. 2014, p. 1206). Across 
Africa, surface temperature has 
increased by 0.5 °C over the past 
century (Niang et al. 2014, p. 1206), 
although there are regional differences. 
For example, decadal warming rates in 
South Africa have ranged from 0.1 °C to 
0.3 °C (Chidumayo et al. 2011, p. 18) 
and 0.23 °C in Tanzania (Carr et al. 
2013, p. 16). The mean annual 
temperature in Burundi has increased 
by 0.7–0.9 °C since the 1930s, while the 
mean annual temperature in Uganda has 
increased by 1.3 °C since 1960 (Carr et 
al. 2013, p. 16). In India, annual mean 
temperatures increased by 0.56 °C 
during the 20th century (Hijioka et al. 
2014a, p. 133; Hijioka et al. 2014b, p. 
SM24–2). 

Across Africa, trends in annual 
precipitation indicate a small but 
statistically significant decline in 
rainfall (Niang et al. 2014, p. 1209; 
Chidumayo et al. 2011, p. 20). Eastern 
Africa has experienced an increase in 
extreme precipitation changes, with 
increasingly frequent droughts followed 
by increasingly intense heavy rainfall, 
for the last 30 to 60 years; however, 
overall levels of precipitation have been 
declining. The intense rainfall events 
have caused more frequent flooding and 
soil erosion and degradation (Niang et 
al. 2014, pp. 1209, 1211; Carr et al. 
2013, p.16). Attri and Tyagi (2010 in 
Hijioka et al. 2014b, p. SM24–3) report 
no significant national trends in 
precipitation for India, although there 
has been a decrease in the number of 
monsoon depressions and an increase in 
the number of monsoon break days, 
which is consistent with an overall 
decrease in seasonal mean rainfall 
(Hijioka et al. 2014a, p. 1333). 
Throughout the 20th century, droughts 
were frequent in the Gir area. However, 
in the last two decades average rainfall 
has increased due to increased western 
monsoons (Singh and Gibson 2011, p. 
1756). 

Overall, projections indicate 
temperatures will continue to increase 

in Africa and Asia and rainfall will 
continue to decrease in Africa but 
increase in India, although regional 
variations exist (Hijioka et al. 2014a, p. 
1334; Peterson et al. 2014, p. 562; 
Gosling et al. 2011, pp. 64–65). 
Warming in Africa is expected to be 
greater than the global annual mean 
warming throughout the continent and 
all seasons (Chidumayo et al. 2011, p. 
22). Future projections expect the 
average temperature in Africa to be 
higher by 1.5–3 °C by 2050 (Niang et al. 
2014, p. 1206; Carr et al. 2013, p. 16; 
UENP 2007, p. 2), while temperatures in 
Gujarat are expected to increase 
between 3.0 and 3.5 °C by 2100 (Gosling 
et al. 2011, pp. 64–65). 

Annual precipitation shows greater 
regional variations, although predictions 
of precipitation contain high levels of 
uncertainty. Generally speaking, both 
Africa and Asia are expected to 
experience harsher drought and stronger 
floods during the wet season (Hijioka et 
al. 2014a, p. 1334; Carr et al. 2013, p. 
12). Precipitation has been projected to 
decline in western, central, and 
southern Africa. The areas of southern 
Africa expected to experience a decline 
in precipitation is projected to expand 
during the second half of the 21st 
century (Niang et al. 2014, p. 1210; 
Hijioka et al. 2014a, p. 1333; Carr et al. 
2013, pp. 12, 14; The Heinz Center 
2012, p. 13). 

In contrast, eastern Africa and 
northern India are expected to 
experience an increase in mean annual 
precipitation (Niang et al. 2010, p. 1210; 
Hijioka et al. 2014a, p. 1334; Carr et al. 
2013, pp. 12, 14; Gosling et al. 2011, p. 
65). Some General Circulation Models 
predict that, by the end of the 21st 
century, eastern Africa will have a 
wetter climate with more, intense wet 
seasons and less severe droughts from 
October to December and March 
through May, a reverse in observed 
trends described above. Other models 
suggest drying in most parts of Uganda, 
Kenya, and South Sudan in August and 
September by the end of the 21st 
century (Niang et al. 2014, p. 1210). Carr 
et al. (2013, p. 15) state that levels of 
increased precipitation predicted for the 
Albertine Rift, located mainly within 
the eastern African region, are not 
predicted to be sufficient to counter the 
effects of warming temperatures; 
therefore, an overall drying effect is 
likely to occur, which will be more 
pronounced between February and May. 
They also state that November and 
December will experience the largest 
increases in precipitation. 

In South Asia, including India, future 
declines in the number of rainy days 
and increases in extreme precipitation 

events related to monsoons are very 
likely (Hijioka et al. 2014a, p. 1334; 
Gosling et al. 2011, pp. 123–124). 
Increases in precipitation are expected 
by the 2030s and all regions of India are 
expected to experience between 10 and 
30 percent increases in magnitude of 
pluvial flooding (flooding derived 
directly from heavy rainfall and results 
in overland flow) and an average across 
India of approximately 50 percent 
greater risk of fluvial flooding (floods as 
a result of river flows exceeding river 
channel capacity, breaking through 
riverbanks, and inundating the 
floodplain) (Gosling et al. 2011, pp. 122, 
123, 126, 130). Gosling et al. (2011, pp. 
65–66) predict increases in average 
annual rainfall of up to 20 percent in 
Gujarat by 2100. 

Impacts of Climate Change 
Climate change is likely to become a 

main driver of change in large mammal 
populations in the future (Scholte 2011, 
p. 7). In the mid-Holocene, mammals 
responded rapidly to climate change 
with a series of local extinctions and 
near-extinctions, driving a decrease in 
species richness, and a dramatic 
increase in xerophytic taxa (Grayson 
2000 and Graham 1992 in Thuiller et al. 
2006, p. 425). It is likely that many 
species and ecosystems will endure 
similar impacts in response to predicted 
climate change in the 21st century, 
which will act synergistically with the 
predicted increase in anthropogenic 
pressures (Fischlin et al. 2007, in Carr 
et al. 2013, p. 10; Thuiller et al. 2006, 
p. 425). For lion, impacts described 
above from existing and predicted 
anthropogenic pressures on the species 
and its habitat are likely to be 
exacerbated by climate change. The 
general warming and drying trend 
projected for Africa could further reduce 
lion range, numbers, and prey base. 
Lions may also have to travel greater 
distances to find food or shift their diet 
to livestock, increasing conflict with 
humans and the risk of retaliatory 
killings (Peterson et al. 2014, pp. 562– 
563; Tuqa et al. 2014, p. 8; Tumenta et 
al. 2013, p. 240). Additionally, changes 
in climate may increase the number and 
intensity of disease outbreaks in lions 
and its prey (Peterson et al. 2014, pp. 
562–563; The Heinz Center 2012, p. 12; 
Baylis 2006, p. 4). 

Peterson et al. (2014, pp. 555, 561– 
562) evaluated the magnitude of 
potential changes in lion distribution in 
Africa under different climate change 
scenarios between the years 2040 and 
2070. They found little optimism for the 
future of lions. No broad new areas will 
become suitable for lion. Southern 
Africa, where the broadest areas of 
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suitable conditions occur, is projected to 
become less suitable because of climate 
change. Specifically, park areas, 
including the ‘‘Etosha Pan, Lake 
Opnono, Cuvelai Drainage, Kalahari 
Gemsbok, and Kgalagadi Transfrontier 
Park areas’’ are projected to decline 
substantially in suitability for lions. A 
broad swath of potential distributional 
area in western Africa is projected to 
become ‘‘distinctly less suitable or even 
uninhabitable.’’ A decrease in the lion’s 
range could mean that stochastic events 
impact a larger portion of the whole 
species, especially when the species and 
its habitat are fragmented (Thuiller et al. 
2006, p. 434). Additionally, reductions 
in populations and geographic range 
may limit the lion’s ability to respond 
to climate change (The Heinz Center 
2012, p. 12). However, climate change 
effects on potential lion distribution are 
projected to be more neutral in eastern 
Africa than across the entire range. 
Reserves in this region are more likely 
to sustain lion populations under 
climate change scenarios (Peterson et al. 
2014, pp. 555, 561–562). 

In India, an increase in average 
rainfall in the past two decades has 
resulted in the conversion of dry 
savanna to forestland (Hijioka et al. 
2014a, p. 1333; Singh and Gibson 2011, 
p. 1756). However, the lion population 
in India has shown to be able to use 
both forestlands and savannas (Singh 
and Gibson 2010, p. 1753). Therefore, 
this type of habitat conversion due to 
changes in climate may not be as 
detrimental to lions in India population. 
However, increased risks of flooding 
could pose problems for lions. 
Following a recent flood in Gujarat, nine 
lions drowned in a stream that flows 
alongside Gir Wildlife Santuary. 
Additionally, lions could face serious 
threats following flood events, such as 
an outbreak of a disease epidemic (The 
Economic Times 2015, unpaginated). 
This population of lions is small, 
isolated, and less genetically diverse; 
therefore, it is more vulnerable to 
stochastic events such as disease 
outbreaks and flooding and more prone 
to local extinction events (Banerjee and 
Jhala 2012, p. 1428; Meena 2010, p. 209; 
Johnsingh et al. 2007, p. 93). 

Current lion habitat and suitable 
habitat predicted to remain under 
climate change scenarios will be under 
increasing pressure due to land 
conversions to meet the needs of the 
growing human population. As stated 
earlier, and supported by Carr et al. 
(2013, p. 20), demand for agricultural 
land is likely to increase to meet the 
needs of the growing human population, 
putting pressure on natural landscapes. 
Projected changes in Africa’s climate 

will increase this pressure as land 
becomes more arid and food security 
concerns are exacerbated (Carr et al. 
2013, p. 20). Impacts to the socio- 
economic and physical well-being of 
humans will cause adaptive responses, 
eliciting changes in the way much of the 
land is used, including further 
encroachment of urban environments 
and agricultural land into existing 
natural habitats (Carr et al. 2013, pp. 10, 
19), including protected areas where 
lions occur. Additionally, land 
conversion restructures the landscape 
and may disrupt prey migrations that 
are induced by climate change (Thuiller 
et al. 2006, p. 425), decreasing or 
altering prey available to the lion. 

Although lions occur in a variety of 
temperature and precipitation regimes, 
suggesting the species may be tolerant of 
some climatic changes (The Heinz 
Center 2012, p. 13), lions appear to 
thrive under specific climate parameters 
(Leighton-Jones 2004 in Celesia et al. 
2009, p. 63) and abundance is 
significantly determined by temperature 
and rainfall (Celesia et al. 2009, pp. 67, 
68). Large felids, including lions, occur 
in biomes with an average annual 
temperature of 13 °C or higher; lion 
demography is best when mean annual 
temperatures are 16–18 °C (Celesia et al. 
2009, p. 68). Lion density is influenced 
by multiple natural ecological factors 
including herbivore biomass, annual 
mean rainfall, soil nutrients, annual 
mean temperature, and interactive 
effects between rainfall and soil 
nutrients (Celesia et al. 2009, pp. 67, 
69). These factors explain regional 
variations in lion densities, where low 
densities are found in desert or semi- 
desert ecosystems and higher densities 
in moist savannas (Celesia et al. 2009, 
p. 67). Lion densities decrease with 
increasing mean temperature and 
decreasing rainfall. Therefore, lion 
density, or carrying capacity of 
protected areas, in sub-Saharan Africa is 
likely to decline with climate warming 
and drying (Chidumayo et al. 2011, p. 
144). 

Lion demography is also influenced 
by environmental factors. Many 
variables are associated with aspects of 
demography, but the strongest 
associations are with rainfall, 
temperature, and landscape features 
(e.g., elevation, slope, direction of slope, 
and compound topographic index) 
(Celesia et al. 2009, pp. 63, 68). Impacts 
to lion demography have been noted 
with the longer dry spells occurring. For 
example, when prey become scarce at 
the end of the dry season, subadult 
females may be forced out of prides. 
Furthermore, older lions and cubs may 
die of starvation (Celesia et al. 2009, p. 

68). Additionally, Van Vuuren et al. 
(2005 in Celesia et al. 2009, p. 68) found 
in a study of Kgalagadi Transfrontier 
Park that adult and cub mortality 
reached 70 to 90 percent in poor years 
(defined as years in which average 
annual rainfall in the previous 2 years 
was less than 165 mm). Mortality 
decreased to 10 to 40 percent in good 
years (years in which average annual 
rainfall in the previous 2 years was 
greater than or equal to 237 mm). These 
impacts on demography result in 
reduced numbers of lions and pride 
sizes (Celesia et al. 2009, p. 68). Given 
the predicted warming and drying trend 
for the 21st century, additional lions 
could be lost and pride sizes reduced. 
Furthermore, loss of these lions reduces 
reproductive potential and recruitment, 
further contributing to the decline of 
existing populations. The loss of lions 
could also mean the loss of genetic 
variation. Combined with declining 
populations, the risk of inbreeding and 
associated complications could 
increase. 

Drought conditions can also 
contribute to reduced prey availability 
by altering the timing of migration 
(Peterson et al. 2014, p. 562). For 
migratory species such as the wildebeest 
or zebra, an earlier and more frequent 
onset of the dry season may lead to the 
species undertaking more migrations, 
which can lead to increases in mortality 
and disruption of seasonal hunting 
patterns of lion (The Heinz Center 2012, 
p. 42). Climate change may already be 
having an impact on the wildebeest as 
Dobson (2009, as cited in Chidumayo et 
al. 2011, p. 144) found that, due to the 
wet season slowly getting drier and the 
dry season getting wetter, the species is 
migrating 2 months earlier than usual, 
throwing off timing of migrations and 
conception times that are set by lunar 
cycles. If the wet season rains are 
diminishing there will be a reduction in 
high-quality forage needed to support 
lactation. This reduction has a 
detrimental effect not only on the 
survival of the calf but also for the 
population as a whole (Dobson 2009, as 
cited in Chidumayo et al. 2011, pp. 144– 
145). 

Climate conditions also influence 
prey abundance. In Kruger Park, South 
Africa, almost all ungulate species are 
extremely sensitive to lack of rainfall 
during the dry season, which is 
predicted to increase in the future. This 
factor may be important to retain green 
forage during a period when the risk of 
malnutrition is higher (Thuiller et al. 
2006, p. 432). Similarly, reproduction in 
Cape buffalo is strongly related to 
season. Changes in the timing, 
frequency, or intensity of seasonal rains 
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could negatively affect reproduction. 
This species is also sensitive to rainfall 
due to its high water consumption rate 
(up to 30–40 liters per animal per day) 
(Du Troit 2005, as cited in The Heinz 
Center 2012, p. 15; Whyte et al. 1995, 
pp. 84–85). Variation in the buffalo 
population then is tied to rainfall 
conditions year-to-year. Funston and 
Mills (2006, p. 20) observed that the 
buffalo population increases only 
during periods of average to above- 
average rainfall, which means that 
climate projections for a drier Africa 
will have detrimental impacts on the 
buffalo population. Lions are 
opportunistic predators that feed on a 
variety of prey. This flexibility in prey 
may aid lions in exhibiting some 
resiliency to changes in prey 
populations (The Heinz Center 2012, p. 
12). However, as discussed under Loss 
of Prey Base and Human–Lion Conflict, 
the loss of prey species can result in 
lions shifting their diet towards 
livestock which may increase retaliatory 
killings by humans (Bauer and Kari 
2001, as cited in Tumenta et al. 2013, 
p. 241; Whyte et al. 1995, p. 85). 

Variation in lion home ranges may 
have an impact on the frequency of 
human–lion conflict especially in 
situations where lion home ranges 
expand into areas inhabited by humans 
(Peterson et al. 2014, p. 562). The 
interplay between the types of climate, 
the density of prey, and seasonal 
variation in temperature and 
precipitation all affect lion home range. 
Areas with a more arid climate and 
small prey density are associated with 
larger home ranges, while temperate or 
tropical regions with higher prey 
density are associated with smaller 
home ranges. In addition, prey living in 
an arid climate tend to disperse, while 
prey in a wetter climate are more 
concentrated, leading to a larger and 
smaller home range, respectively (Tuqa 
et al. 2014, p. 2; Celesia et al. 2010, pp. 
63, 67; Sogbohossou 2011, p. 17; 
Loveridge et al. 2009, p. 953). In 
southern Africa, where most of the lion 
populations are enclosed (fenced), 
variation in the species’ home range 
may be more limited. Lion home ranges 
are also influenced by the season with 
ranges being smaller during the dry 
season and larger during the wet season. 
During the dry season, prey congregate 
around the few remaining water 
sources, concentrating prey species in a 
smaller area, shrinking the home range 
needed by the lion to find food. 
Conversely, home ranges expand during 
the wet season due to prey dispersal 
(Tuqa et al. 2014, p. 8). 

Climate projections point toward a 
drier climate for western, central, and 

southern Africa (Niang et al. 2014, p. 
1209; Hijioka et al. 2014a, p. 1333; Carr 
et al. 2013, p. 14; Chidumayo et al. 
2011, p. 21). Drought in the western and 
central African regions is expected to 
increase by a rate of 5–8 percent by 2080 
(UNEP 2007, p. 2). Although drier 
conditions might initially lead to the 
lion home range shrinking as prey 
congregate around remaining water 
sources (Sogbohoussou 2011, p. 133), 
Tuqa et al. (2014, p. 8) found that lion 
home ranges expand in the time after a 
drought. The reason for this expansion 
may be that, as prey populations around 
water sources are depleted, the lion has 
to travel greater distances to find prey. 
In addition, researchers found that lions 
move beyond reserve boundaries and 
into communal ranches where there will 
be greater conflict with humans (Tuqa et 
al. 2014, p. 9). It is likely that lions prey 
on livestock, which will intensify 
human–lion conflict. To compound the 
issue, pastoralists in sub-Saharan Africa 
will often lead their herds into protected 
areas where lions occur during a 
drought in search of water, which 
increases the risk of lion predation 
(Tumenta et al. 2013, p. 240). 

When lion prey on livestock, they 
primarily focus on cattle (Patterson et al. 
2004, p. 510). Out of all livestock that 
are domesticated in Africa, cattle have 
the highest monetary value, which 
means the loss of cattle to lion predation 
will have the most adverse effect on 
pastoralists (Tumenta et al. 2013, p. 
240). Additionally, droughts affect the 
survival of livestock (Peterson et al. 
2014, p. 562). A study of the drought 
that occurred in Kenya in 2008–2009 
found that mortality rates among the 
cattle population varied between 57 and 
64 percent in six districts (Dolrenry 
2013, p. 47; Zwaagstra et al. 2010, p. 
21). Such high mortality may make 
pastoralists less tolerant of lion 
predation and may increase the 
frequency of retaliatory killings 
(Peterson et al. 2014, p. 562). 

Climate change may increase the 
number and intensity of disease 
outbreaks in lion prey species, as well 
as lions (The Heinz Center 2012, p. 12; 
Baylis 2006, p. 4). Diseases can be 
directly and indirectly affected by 
climate change by impacting 
distribution, the timing of outbreaks, 
and the intensity of outbreaks (Baylis 
2006, p. 4). Higher temperatures may 
increase the rates of development of 
pathogens and parasites, shorten 
generation times, and increase the 
number of generations per year, 
increasing the population (Baylis 2006, 
p. 8; Thuiller et al. 2006, p. 435). 
Temperatures can have impacts on 
vectors (e.g., ticks and mosquitoes) and 

hosts that may further influence the 
spread of diseases (Baylis 2006, pp. 9, 
11) and increase risks of extinctions 
(Thuiller et al. 2006, p. 435). 
Additionally, rainfall conditions also 
affect the susceptibility of animals to 
disease outbreaks (Thuiller et al. 2006, 
p. 435). Munson et al. (2008) concluded 
that severe climate change could 
synchronize temporal and spatial 
convergence of multiple infectious 
agents, triggering epidemics with greater 
mortality than infections from a single 
pathogen. 

Conservation Measures in Place To 
Protect Lions 

There has been awareness for several 
years that conservation strategies need 
to be implemented for the lion due to 
the apparent decrease in its population 
numbers (Hamunyela et al. 2013, p. 1; 
Henschel et al. 2010, p. 34; Gebresenbet 
et al. 2009, p. 5; IUCN 2006a, b, entire). 
Prior to 2006, institutional 
inconsistencies throughout the lion’s 
African range resulted in poor lion 
conservation policies and little to no 
enforcement of existing laws (IUCN 
2006b, p. 18). As mentioned, in 2005 
and 2006, nongovernmental 
organizations (NGOs) and several 
governments at various levels organized 
two regional lion conservation 
workshops. Species specialists, wildlife 
managers, and government officials 
attended these regional workshops in 
order to provide range country 
governments with frameworks for 
developing their own national action 
plans for the conservation of lions. Over 
50 lion specialists, representing all lion 
range countries, participated in these 
workshops (Henschel et al. 2010, p. 34). 
During the workshops, lion experts 
collectively assessed what they believed 
to be the then-current status of African 
lions based on a variety of information, 
and subsequently identified 86 African 
LCUs. This information was then used 
as a framework to identify lion areas, 
strongholds, and potential strongholds 
by Riggio et al. (2013, p. 32). 

Many African countries with very 
small lion populations have developed 
or updated their conservation plans for 
the lion. Some of these include Benin, 
Cameroon, Uganda, and Malawi. Some 
range countries participate in 
transboundary conservation projects 
and are collaborating on transboundary 
lion conservation initiatives for shared 
lion populations. Most range countries 
have a national lion action plan or 
strategies in place, particularly if there 
are economic incentives for them to 
have viable lion populations (Groom 
2013, p. 4; Namibia 2013, pp. 11–12; 
Zambia Wildlife Authority 2012, p.3; 
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LionAid 2011, pp. 1–2; Mesochina et al. 
2010a, pp. 40–49; Mesochina et al. 
2010b, pp. 33–38; Government of 
Tanzania 2010, pp. 3–17; Begg and Begg 
2010, entire). Range states have also 
implemented a number of conservation 
strategies designed to conserve habitat, 
reduce human–lion conflict, and 
preserve the lion’s prey-base. 

Conservation Measures To Stem Habitat 
Loss 

Habitat loss represents one of the 
main threats facing lions in Africa 
(Bauer et al. 2008, unpaginated). 
Attempts by range countries to address 
this decline in habitat are manifested in 
a number of ways, such as the creation 
of protected areas and the establishment 
of wildlife corridors to connect 
fragmented habitats. 

Two conservation tools used by 
African range countries for lions include 
the establishment of protected areas and 
the enforcement of protections in these 
areas (Mesochina et al. 2010a and b; 
Treves et al. 2009, pp. 60, 64). However, 
several problems have emerged. For 
example, certain land-tenure systems do 
not recognize community ownership of 
land and wildlife and undermine the 
extent to which benefits are converted 
into incentives for conservation. 
Protected-area ‘‘boundaries’’ are not 
always visible. Additionally, law 
enforcement in protected areas can be 
sporadic, and parks are often 
understaffed (Pfeifer et al. 2012, pp. 1, 
7). More recent evidence suggests that 
some protected areas are being more 
commonly encroached upon as human 
populations expand and search for 
resources. 

Despite encroachment, protected 
areas are somewhat effective at 
protecting wildlife and habitat as rates 
of habitat loss tend to be lower in 
protected areas than outside them 
(Green et al. 2013, p. 70; Pfeifer et al. 
2012, p. 2). African countries are 
realizing the benefits of managing their 
wildlife populations and parks for 
tourism; however, conservation of vast 
areas of land for megafauna such as the 
lion is not only complex, but also 
expensive. As an example, the 28-km 
(17-mi) elephant corridor, completed in 
2011 in Kenya, cost $1 million USD 
(The Nature Conservancy 2013, 
unpaginated). Additionally, the overall 
costs of anti-poaching and 
compensation is expected to increase in 
range states concurrently with growing 
human populations, declining 
purchasing power of external funds, and 
corruption (Garnett et al. 2011, pp. 1–2; 
Wittemyer et al. 2008, pp. 123, 125). 

Another mechanism for protecting 
habitat is to reconnect fragmented 

habitat across national boundaries. 
Corridors are being restored, fences are 
being removed, and protected areas are 
being connected. Restoration of these 
corridors allows wildlife to travel 
between areas of suitable habitat (Jones 
et al. 2012, pp. 469–470). In some areas, 
fences have been constructed to protect 
grazing resources for domestic livestock 
as well as to provide barriers to disease 
(Gadd 2012, pp. 153, 176). One aspect 
of these fences is that they separate 
lions from their prey. In southern 
Africa, fences are being taken down to 
increase the size of connected habitat 
and link it to reserves and national 
parks (IUCN 2009, p. 101; IUCN 2008, 
various). The Limpopo Transfrontier 
Park is another example of where this 
practice is being implemented 
(Newmark 2008, p. 327). Boundary 
fences along national borders that 
separate many reserves are being 
removed to form a 35,000-km2 park. 
Limpopo National Park (formerly 
known as Coutada 16) in Mozambique, 
Kruger National Park in South Africa, 
and Gonarezhou National Park, Manjinji 
Pan Sanctuary, and Malipati Safari Area 
in Zimbabwe will all be connected, as 
will be the area between Kruger and 
Gonarezhou, and the Sengwe communal 
land in Zimbabwe and the Makuleke 
region in South Africa (Newmark 2008, 
p. 327). However, in some locations, 
areas that have previously been 
designated as corridors have been 
encroached upon by human settlements 
and agriculture (Estes et al. 2012, pp. 
258–261; Jones et al. 2012, p. 469). 

Tanzania is an example of a country 
attempting to reconnect habitat. As of 
2002, the Tanzanian Government, with 
donor and NGO support, was 
reconnecting the nine largest blocks of 
forest in the East Usambara Mountains 
using wildlife corridors (Newmark 2002, 
various). Additionally, the 2009 
Wildlife Act of Tanzania allows the 
Minister, in consultation with relevant 
local authorities, to designate wildlife 
corridors, dispersal areas, buffer zones, 
and migratory routes. The 2010–2015 
National Elephant Management Plan of 
Tanzania indicates that corridors are the 
primary objective of the plan, and 
although primarily designed for 
elephants, these corridors allow for 
continuity of populations of other large 
mammal species such as lions (Jones et 
al. 2012, p. 470). 

In 2011, Kenya (which neighbors 
Tanzania to the North), completed a 28- 
km corridor through an area that had 
been heavily impacted by human– 
wildlife conflict. The purpose of the 
corridor was primarily to reduce 
human–elephant conflict and appears to 
have been successful (Mount Kenya 

Trust 2011, p. 1). The corridor also 
allows other wildlife such as lions to 
disperse through habitat that otherwise 
would have been unfavorable for 
wildlife to travel through (Mount Kenya 
Trust 2011, p. 1). It was an expensive 
project, but the effort appears to have 
served its purpose: Elephants are using 
the corridor on a regular basis 
(particularly an underpass under a 
highway), and humans are reporting less 
human–wildlife conflict (Mount Kenya 
Trust 2011, p. 1). 

However, connectivity alone does not 
ensure the dispersal of animals (Roever 
et al. 2013, pp. 19–21). The Tanzania 
Wildlife Research Institute (TAWIRI) is 
an organization under Tanzania’s 
Ministry of Natural Resources and 
Tourism, and is responsible for 
conducting and coordinating wildlife 
research activities in Tanzania. In this 
role, TAWIRI has been actively involved 
in promoting the development of and 
monitoring the use of wildlife corridors 
in Tanzania. Surveys conducted in 2009 
and 2010 suggest that the Nyanganje 
Corridor in Tanzania is no longer being 
used by elephants and other wildlife. 
This corridor is at a narrow passage in 
the Kilombero Valley and is the shortest 
distance for animals to cross between 
the Udzungwa and Selous ecosystems. 
Despite efforts in place, much of the 
corridor is being encroached upon by 
conversion of land to rice farming and 
cattle grazing (Jones et al. 2012, p. 469). 
Because these activities often deter 
wildlife from passing through, the 
corridor is ineffective (Jones et al. 2012, 
p. 469). 

In the latter half of the 20th century, 
lions in India were on the verge of 
extinction. However, conservation 
measures were put in place to protect 
lion habitat. In 1965, Gir Wildlife 
Sanctuary was created and became the 
first protected area in Gujarat. In 1972, 
the Gir Lion Sanctuary Project began. 
Two-thirds of the pastoral families 
living in the Sanctuary, and their 
livestock, were relocated outside Gir 
forests (Singh and Gibson 2011, p. 
1754). The area of Gir Wildlife 
Sanctuary was expanded and the core 
area designated as Gir National Park in 
1975. 

Following these actions, habitat began 
to recover, the wild ungulate population 
increased, and, subsequently, lion 
numbers increased (Singh and Gibson 
2011, pp. 1754, 1755). Habitat adjacent 
to Gir was also declared a Sanctuary 
(Pania Sanctuary) in 1989. This area and 
surrounding community lands were 
declared protected forests to serve as a 
buffer area to the Gir Forests (Singh and 
Gibson 2011, p. 1754). As the lion 
population began to increase, lion 
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dispersed into satellite forest patches. 
These reclaimed patches of habitat were 
protected and the Mitiyala Sanctuary 
was created in 2002, and the Girnar 
Sanctuary, in 2007 (Singh and Gibson 
2011, p. 1754). 

After 40 years, the protected areas of 
India have experienced habitat recovery, 
a 10-fold increase in ungulates, and an 
increase in lion numbers (Singh and 
Gibson 2011, pp. 1754, 1756). Since 
1968, India’s Forest Department has 
conducted wildlife censuses every 5 
years (Singh and Gibson 2011, p. 1754), 
documenting a steady increase in the 
lion population. Community pride and 
love of lions, the media, and political 
pressure has ensured efforts are made to 
protect these lions. When problems 
arise, they are quickly assessed and a 
solution found. For example, when 6 
lions were hit and killed by trains, 
immediate action was taken to rectify 
the problem (Meena 2014, p. 26). 
Because of these actions, lions in India 
now number 523 (BBC 2015, 
unpaginated). 

Conservation Measures in Place To 
Stem the Loss of Prey Base 

Lions, like most large carnivores, prey 
upon a variety of species including 
buffalo, plains zebra, wildebeest, giraffe, 
gemsbok, kob, and warthog (Kenya 
Wildlife Service 2013, p. 13; Beg and 
Beg 2011, p. 4; Nowell and Jackson 
1996, p. 18). Depletion of these prey 
species due to competition with humans 
represents a threat to the lion 
(Chardonnet et al. 2005, pp. 8–9). As 
noted, the increase in the human 
population in Africa is a major 
contributor to the increase in demand 
for bushmeat, which in turn increases 
human encroachment into wildlife 
territory (Lindsey et al. 2012b, p. 36). In 
addition to the increase in the human 
population, lack of an alternative 
livelihood, lack of alternate food 
sources, and lack of clear rights over 
land or wildlife are contributing factors 
toward the increase in demand for 
bushmeat (Lindsey et al. 2012b, pp. 36– 
41). The advent of automatic weapons 
in the bushmeat trade impacts the lion’s 
prey base, which is being hunted at 
unsustainable levels. 

Reconnecting fragmented habitat has 
the additive effects of not only 
conserving the biodiversity of the lion’s 
habitat, but also that of its prey base 
(Lindsey et al. 2012b, p. 43). These 
types of restoration practices enhance 
the health of species by allowing genetic 
interchange to occur and, thus, conserve 
the genetic diversity of all wildlife. 
Wildlife management entities are 
linking many of the major protected 
areas by removing boundary fences 

along national borders that separate 
many reserves in addition to creating or 
improving corridors to link good-quality 
habitat for wildlife (Gadd 2012, p. 179; 
Newmark 2008, pp. 323–324). 

To address the increasing 
consumption of bushmeat, host 
countries have employed a variety of 
different strategies, including the 
development of alternative industries 
for communities. Helping local 
communities develop alternate 
industries represents one of the ways 
range countries can reduce their 
dependence on bushmeat. Throughout 
Africa, several ideas have been 
attempted with varying levels of 
success. For example, the Anne Kent 
Taylor Fund (AKTF) helps local Maasai 
women to buy beads and other supplies 
to produce traditional items for the local 
tourist industry (AKTF 2012, p. 7; 
Lindsey et al. 2012b, p. 45; van Vliet 
2011, p. 17). In addition, AKTF helps 
organize local men into anti-poaching 
and de-snaring teams (AKTF 2012, p. 5; 
van Vliet 2011, p. 17). By creating 
programs targeting both men and 
women, AKTF creates an environment 
that provides communities with 
financial stability as well as direct 
community interest in protecting local 
wildlife. With 13 years assisting local 
communities, the AKTF represents one 
of the more successful attempts to 
encourage locals to shift away from 
relying on bushmeat. 

Studies compiled by Hazzah (2013 
pp. 1, 8) have shown that local 
communities who live near protected 
areas with more lenient policies have a 
more positive attitude and relationship 
with both the manager and the protected 
area as a whole. This open approach to 
protected area management reflects a 
trend in recent years to bring in local 
communities to assist in the 
management of protected areas (Lindsey 
et al. 2012b, p. 53). Wildlife 
management programs run by local 
communities are defined by two goals: 
conserving wildlife and providing 
economic aids to the community 
(Bandyopadhyay et al. 2010, p. 5). With 
regard to discouraging the consumption 
of bushmeat, this new approach is seen 
in the creation of community-based 
wildlife management programs (van 
Vliet 2011, p. 26). The purpose of these 
programs is to give the local community 
a direct stake in the management of 
wildlife areas. One use for these areas is 
to turn them into game ranches. These 
areas are used both for legal bushmeat 
production as well as trophy hunting 
and ecotourism. 

Namibia has had great success in 
setting up community-run 
conservancies. After gaining 

independence in 1990, Namibia began 
to turn over ownership of wildlife areas 
to local communities (van Vliet 2011, p. 
29; Bandyopadhyay et al. 2010, p. 6). By 
2011, Namibia had 64 communities that 
covered 17 percent of the country total 
area (van Vliet 2011, p. 29; Connif 2011, 
unpaginated; NASCO 2011, p. 4). The 
majority of the incomes from these 
conservancies come from ecotourism, 
followed by trophy hunting (NASCO 
2011, p. 22). These incomes are then 
used to support infrastructure 
improvement in the community. In 
addition, legal bushmeat acquired 
within conservancy lands is distributed 
to local families (NASCO 2011, p. 25). 
The success of the program in Namibia 
has been attributed to Namibia’s unique 
characteristics, including low 
population density and favorable 
seasonal rain, which helps prey species 
recover (van Vliet 2011, p. 30). Despite 
the successes in Namibia, the country’s 
unique characteristics mean that 
adapting Namibia’s success to other, 
more densely populated countries will 
be difficult. 

Conservation Measures to Stem Human- 
Lion Conflict 

As the human population expands, 
the potential for conflict with wildlife 
increases. In Africa, conflict between 
villagers and lions, who prey upon 
livestock, represent a threat to the 
species (Chardonnet et al. 2010, p. 12; 
Moghari 2009, p. 14; IUCN 2006a, p. 
23). In addition, habitat loss due to 
conversion of land increases the chance 
of villagers coming into direct contact 
with lions (Chardonnet et al. 2010, p. 
24). In an attempt to address these 
problems, range countries have 
employed a variety of different 
strategies to help the lion. Such 
strategies involve education, an effective 
conservation plan, and interacting with 
the local community. 

Historically, range countries seek to 
mitigate human-lion conflict through 
controlling rather than conserving the 
predator population. In countries such 
as Malawi, for example, the Department 
of Game, Fish and Tsetse Control would 
shoot large carnivores that preyed upon 
livestock. Because of this policy, more 
than 560 predators (which include 
lions) were killed in the country 
between 1948 and 1961, (Mesochina et 
al. 2010b, p. 35). While this department 
was disbanded in 1963 and jurisdiction 
shifted to the new Department of 
Forestry, crop and livestock protection 
still remains an important part of its 
function. Despite the department 
focusing on protecting crops and 
livestock, the number of lions killed in 
the country has declined. Between 1977 
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and 1982, eight lions were killed, 
whereas six lions were killed between 
1998 and 2007 (Mesochina et al. 2010b, 
p. 35). While fewer lions are being 
killed than in the previous decades, 
problems remain, including lack of 
resources, lack of manpower, and 
corruption within the range countries. 

Current governmental management of 
lions in countries such as Malawi, 
Tanzania, and Zambia are managed by 
the Problem Animal Control units 
(Mesochina et al. 2010a, p. 41; 
Mesochina et al. 2010b, p. 36). When 
lion attack incidents occur, Problem 
Animal Control dispatches officials to 
investigate the problems. If the problem 
lion is located, it is either removed or 
eliminated. When properly funded, this 
program has helped in reducing not 
only conflicts between lions and 
humans but also has driven down the 
numbers of lions killed. Between 2005 
and 2009, there were 116 reported cases 
of lions killed, with the number of lions 
killed being less than 50 per year in 
Tanzania (Mesochina et al. 2010a, p. 
41). However, limitations of resources 
(including both manpower and funds) 
have hampered the effectiveness of 
these officials in responding to these 
incidents. In addition, many Problem 
Animal Control interventions resulted 
in the death of the lion (Mesochina et 
al. 2010a, p. 41; Chardonnet et al. 2009, 
p. 36). Even in cases of translocation, 
the lions that were being transported 
often end up injured or continue to pose 
problems to the community (Bauer et al. 
2007, p. 91). 

NGOs are also assisting in protecting 
lions. Intervention by NGOs often takes 
the form of interacting with the local 
community (Winterbach et al. 2010, p. 
98). Lion Guardians, which operates in 
Kenya and Tanzania, recruits and 
educates local young men to monitor 
and track lion movement and warn 
herders of lion presence in the area, 
recover lost livestock, reinforce 
protective fencing, and intervene to stop 
lion hunting parties, thereby mitigating 
or preventing possible human-lion 
conflict (Hazzah et al. 2014, p. 853; Lion 
Guardians 2013, p. 7; Lion Guardians 
2012, p. 3). From 2010 to 2013, Lion 
Guardians maintained a recovery rate of 
lost livestock of more than 85, totaling 
over $1.5 million USD; in 2014 alone, 
more than 20,000 livestock (93 percent) 
were recovered (Lion Guardians 2014, p. 
7; Lion Guardians 2013, p. 6). Since 
2010, 1,700 bomas have been reinforced 
to reduce depredation of livestock. End- 
of-year sampling shows that more than 
90 percent of reinforced bomas sampled 
did not experience further depredation 
(Lion Guardians 2014, p. 7; Lion 
Guardians 2013, p. 6). Additionally, 103 

lion hunts were stopped or prevented 
between 2010 and 2014 (Lion Guardians 
2014, p. 6; Lion Guardians 2013, p. 5). 
Lastly, in the years of Lion Guardians 
operations, lion kills have decreased by 
95 percent and the number of lions has 
steadily increased; a total of 286 lions 
have been documented in the Amboseli- 
Tsavo ecosystem (Lion Guardians 2014, 
p. 6; Lion Guardians 2013, p. 5). 

In addition, Lion Guardians work 
with tribal elders to dissuade young 
men from killing lions for ceremonial 
purposes. Historically, the killing of 
lions through ritualized lion hunts 
called ilmurran is rewarded with gifting 
of cows and other rewards (Lion 
Guardians 2012, p. 5; Goldman et al. 
2010, p. 334). After introducing village 
elders to the Lion Guardians program 
first hand, many return home to their 
village and give their blessings to the 
project. This education led to significant 
results; on August 11, 2013, two Lion 
Guardians stopped a group of hunters 
who were planning to hunt a lion in 
retaliation for the lion preying on their 
livestock. The local village elders fined 
the potential hunters two cattle each for 
going on a lion hunt, marking a gradual 
but significant shift in the cultural 
attitudes regarding the lion (Hazzah et 
al. 2014, p. 858; Lion Guardians 2013, 
p. 20). Between 2007 and 2014, only 
five lions had been killed in territories 
where Lion Guardians operates, in 
contrast to more than 100 lions killed in 
adjacent areas (Lion Guardians 2013, p. 
5). Furthermore, reduced lion mortality 
was sustained across multiple years, 
resulting in the reserve having one of 
the highest lion densities in Africa 
(Hazzah et al. 2014, p. 857; Schuette et 
al. 2013, p. 149). Despite the success of 
this program, retaliatory as well as 
ceremonial killings of lions outside the 
program areas remain a threat to the 
species. 

We found that many of the lion range 
states are trying to address lion 
conservation through the establishment 
of protected areas, wildlife management 
areas, wildlife corridors, and 
reconnecting habitat. In some areas, 
creating incentives for lion conservation 
is occurring through community 
conservation programs in range 
countries. In other cases, participatory 
strategies have been implemented to 
enhance local tolerance for large 
carnivores in Africa. An increasing 
number of programs encourage local 
communities to solve problems that 
arise from human–lion conflict without 
killing lions. However, the effectiveness 
of these measures still ranges from 
successful to unsuccessful, due in part 
to lack of resources, political will, and 
infighting. It is imperative that range 

countries continue to recognize and 
support the role that local communities 
play in lion conservation. Greater 
support by countries to address the 
needs of local communities, and thereby 
address the needs of lions, may be the 
single-most important role these 
countries can play in changing the 
trajectory of lion declines. 

Finding 
Section 4 of the Act (16 U.S.C. 1533) 

and implementing regulations (50 CFR 
part 424) set forth procedures for adding 
species to, removing species from, or 
reclassifying species on the Federal 
Lists of Endangered and Threatened 
Wildlife and Plants. Under section 
4(a)(1) of the Act, a species may be 
determined to be an endangered species 
or a threatened species based on any of 
the following five factors: 

(A) The present or threatened destruction, 
modification, or curtailment of its habitat or 
range; 

(B) Overutilization for commercial, 
recreational, scientific, or educational 
purposes; 

(C) Disease or predation; 
(D) The inadequacy of existing regulatory 

mechanisms; or 
(E) Other natural or manmade factors 

affecting its continued existence. 

A species is ‘‘endangered’’ for 
purposes of the Act if it is in danger of 
extinction throughout all or a significant 
portion of its range and is ‘‘threatened’’ 
if it is likely to become endangered 
within the foreseeable future throughout 
all or a significant portion of its range. 
The ‘‘foreseeable future’’ is the period of 
time over which events or effects 
reasonably can or should be anticipated, 
or trends extrapolated. 

As required by the Act, we conducted 
a review of the status of the species and 
considered the five factors in assessing 
whether the lion is in danger of 
extinction throughout all or a significant 
portion of its range or likely to become 
endangered within the foreseeable 
future throughout all or a significant 
portion of its range. We examined the 
best scientific and commercial 
information available regarding the past, 
present, and future threats faced by the 
lion. We reviewed the petition, 
information available in our files, other 
available published and unpublished 
information, and comments received 
from peer reviewers and the general 
public. 

When considering what factors might 
constitute threats to a species, we must 
look beyond the mere exposure of the 
species to a factor to evaluate whether 
the species may respond to the factor in 
a way that causes actual impacts to the 
species. If there is exposure to a factor 
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and the species responds negatively, the 
factor may be a threat and we attempt 
to determine how significant a threat it 
is. The threat is significant if it drives, 
or contributes to, the risk of extinction 
of the species such that the species may 
warrant listing as endangered or 
threatened as those terms are defined in 
the Act. 

Overall, the lion population has 
declined and is expected to continue to 
decline. Across its range, the lion is 
facing threats stemming from human 
population growth. We find a number of 
factors are currently impacting the 
species and will impact the species in 
the future. In general, these factors 
include: Habitat fragmentation, 
degradation, and loss (Factor A); 
excessive mortality due to trophy 
hunting and trade in lion bone (Factor 
B); disease (Factor C); loss of prey base, 
retaliatory killing due to human–lion 
conflict, deleterious effects due to small 
populations, and climate change (Factor 
E); and inadequate regulatory 
mechanisms and weak management of 
protected areas (Factor D). 

Overall, the lion population has 
decreased by 43 percent over the last 21 
years. Regional variations indicate an 8 
percent increase in southern Africa and 
a 55 percent increase in India; however, 
the eastern region and western and 
central region (combined) decreased by 
59 and 66 percent, respectively, in the 
past 21 years. Furthermore, almost all 
lion populations in Africa that 
historically exceeded 500 individuals, 
the minimum number estimated to 
constitute a viable population, are 
declining. 

Human population growth has led to 
a substantial decrease in lion habitat 
over the past 50 years. Current savanna 
habitat that is suitable for lions is 
fragmented and totals only 25 percent of 
African savanna habitat. This loss of 
habitat has resulted in local and 
regional lion population extirpations, 
reduced lion densities, and a 
dramatically reduced range; this 
decrease in habitat also partially 
explains why lions are now largely 
limited to protected areas. Due to good 
protection and management, lions in 
India have dispersed to additional 
forested habitat outside the protected 
area, extending their range. Lion habitat 
in Africa, however, continues to be 
threatened by expansion of human 
settlements, despite occurring within 
protected areas. 

Expansion of human settlements, 
agriculture, and/or livestock grazing are 
reported as occurring in or on the 
periphery of several areas identified by 
Riggio et al. (2013, suppl. 1) as lion 
strongholds (viable populations) and 

potential strongholds, and are 
particularly a threat in western, central, 
and eastern Africa and some parts of 
southern Africa. Lions are generally 
incompatible with humans and human- 
caused habitat alteration and loss; they 
are the least successful large African 
carnivore outside conservation areas. In 
order to survive, they require larger 
contiguous habitats with fewer negative 
human impacts than other more 
resilient species. Expansion of human 
settlements and activities into lion 
habitat renders it unsuitable for lions, 
primarily because human expansion 
results in reduced availability of wild 
prey and lion mortality due to increases 
in human–lion conflict. Both of these 
factors influence the distribution and 
population viability of lions. 
Furthermore, fragmentation and 
isolation of lion habitat and populations 
can also impact dispersal and genetic 
viability. 

Prey availability is essential to lion 
survival as it affects reproduction, 
recruitment, and foraging behavior and, 
therefore, also impacts lion movement, 
abundance, and population viability. 
Prey abundance does not appear to be 
a concern for lion populations in India. 
Conservation initiatives have ensured 
that ample prey is available, and the 
pastoral communities that cohabitate 
with lions are primarily vegetarian; 
therefore, there is no competition for 
food and no demand for bushmeat. In 
Africa, lions are under serious threat 
due to decreased prey abundance. 
Widespread decreases in prey species 
have been driven by human population 
growth and unsustainable, increasingly 
commercialized bushmeat hunting in 
and around protected areas. 

Bushmeat is an important source of 
protein and livelihood in Africa. The 
growing human population increases 
the demand for bushmeat, fueling trade, 
urban markets, and international 
markets. Bushmeat sold at elevated 
prices increases commercialization and 
the number of hunters. These hunters, 
who are often poor, are enticed by the 
quick income to find more efficient 
hunting methods, putting 
unprecedented pressure on wildlife. 
Bushmeat contributes significantly to 
food security, and is often the most 
important source of protein in rural 
areas. It comprises between 6 percent 
(southern Africa) and 55 percent (CAR) 
of a human’s diet within the lion’s 
African range. In western Africa, 
bushmeat is a secondary source of 
protein, with fish being the primary 
source. However, when widespread loss 
of jobs and income occurs due to poor 
fish harvests, bushmeat becomes an 
important source of income and 

sustenance, leading to increased 
presence of hunters in protected areas 
and higher than average declines in 
wildlife. 

Due to growing demand and 
availability of modern weapons, many 
wildlife species, including the lion’s 
prey base, have become depleted in 
many areas. Hunters are increasingly 
focusing on protected areas since 
wildlife has been depleted in non- 
protected areas. Bushmeat hunting is 
illegal, yet weak management and 
inadequate law enforcement have 
facilitated poaching of bushmeat in 
protected areas. Significant decreases in 
large mammal populations, including 
lion prey species, have occurred in 
protected areas throughout Africa. 
Overall, the large mammal population 
has declined 59 percent. Regional 
differences in herbivore population 
abundance were also detected. Because 
prey availability is an important factor 
for lions, decreases in prey densities 
result in decreases in lion density. 

Expansion of human settlements and 
agricultural and pastoral activities into 
protected areas not only decreases prey 
availability, it increases exposure of 
livestock and humans to lions, thus 
resulting in human-lion conflict. Most 
conflict occurs at protected area 
boundaries where villages are 
established and human encroachment 
occurs, which increases the chance of 
human-lion encounters. Furthermore, 
cattle herders enter protected areas, and 
lions move beyond the borders of 
protected areas in search of food, 
increasing interactions between humans 
and lions and the risk of human-lion 
conflict. 

The most significant cause of human- 
lion conflict is livestock depredation 
and, to a lesser extent, attacks on 
humans. As a result of prey species 
becoming depleted in many areas, lions 
will seek out livestock. Additionally, 
when pastoralists graze increasing 
numbers of livestock in and adjacent to 
protected areas and cultivate land up to 
and within the boundaries of protected 
areas, humans and livestock are 
subjected to lions, and the risk of 
predation and the number of livestock 
lost to predation increases. Conversion 
of rangeland to agricultural land has 
blocked migratory prey routes, forcing 
lions to rely more on livestock. 
Additionally, because most protected 
areas are too small to support a lion’s 
large home range, adjacent dispersal 
areas are often used by lions in search 
of prey, putting them into greater 
contact with livestock and humans. 
Conditions worsen as livestock numbers 
and areas under cultivation increase, 
leading to overgrazing, further habitat 
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destruction, and greater depredation 
rates. Attacks on humans appear to be 
more frequent in southern and eastern 
Africa and rare in western and central 
Africa. 

Livestock provide an economic value 
to humans, particularly those in extreme 
poverty. When lions have no economic 
value to local communities and they kill 
or are perceived to kill livestock, the 
economic impact to local communities 
can be significant. Impacts on victims of 
lion attacks create resentment towards 
lions and lion conservation, and a 
greater likelihood of retaliation. The 
most common solution to lion attacks is 
retaliatory killing. Spearing, shooting, 
trapping, and poisoning of lions occur 
regularly. Retaliatory killings have been 
reported as a significant threat to lion 
populations in protected areas of 
western and central Africa, Botswana, 
South Africa, Cameroon, Kenya, 
Tanzania, and Zimbabwe. Despite close 
occupation of India’s lion population 
with human settlements, increased 
predation on livestock, and some 
retaliatory killing of lions, human-lion 
conflict and associated retaliatory 
killing is not a major source of lion 
mortality for that population. 

Every year, human-lion conflicts 
intensify due to habitat loss, poor 
livestock management, and decreased 
availability of wild prey. Because most 
human-lion conflict occurs at the 
borders of protected areas, only those 
prides that occur near the borders are 
subjected to human-lion conflict. 
However, when these lions are removed 
via retaliatory killing, territorial gaps are 
then filled with lions that may have 
occurred closer to the core of protected 
areas, causing these border areas to 
serve as population sinks and exposing 
more lions to human-lion conflict and 
retaliation. Retaliatory killing of lions 
continues in many areas, and this 
practice impacts the viability of lion 
populations across their range. The 
killing of lions due to human-lion 
conflict is enough to result in the local 
extirpation of lion populations. 

Lions are a key species in sport 
hunting, or trophy hunting, which is 
carried out in a number of range 
countries. If managed correctly, trophy 
hunting can be an important 
management tool for conserving land 
and providing financial resources for 
lion conservation. However, 
management programs are not always 
sufficient to deter unsustainable 
offtakes, which has resulted in declines 
in lion populations in many areas. The 
main problem with mismanaged trophy 
hunting stems from excessive harvests 
because of impacts associated with 
removal of males. 

Six management weaknesses have 
been identified in the current 
management of lion hunting. These 
weaknesses include: (1) A lack of 
scientifically based quotas, which 
results in excessive harvests; (2) a lack 
of enforcement in age restrictions, 
which leads to unsustainable harvests, 
increased rates of infanticide, and 
population declines; (3) hunting of 
female lion in Namibia, which decreases 
reproduction success, thereby 
decreasing males available for trophy 
hunting; (4) the use of fixed quotas that, 
which encourages hunters to be 
unselective in their take of a trophy (i.e., 
they will kill younger, less desirable 
males); (5) a lack of minimum hunt 
lengths or minimum lengths that are too 
short to allow hunter the time needed to 
be more selective in their take of 
trophies; and (6) general problems 
associated with management of trophy 
hunting, including corruption, 
allocation of concessions, and lack of 
benefits to communities and recognition 
of the important role they play in 
conservation. 

Documented declines in lion 
populations of Africa are a result, in 
part, of mismanaged trophy hunting. 
Multiple researchers have documented 
declines in lion populations across the 
range of the species as a result of 
mismanaged trophy hunting. 
Specifically, negative impacts to lions 
from excessive offtakes have been 
documented in Benin, Cameroon, 
Tanzania, Zambia, and Zimbabwe. 
Additionally, the effects of over- 
harvesting can extend into adjacent 
national parks where hunting is 
prohibited. 

Except in Mozambique, trophy 
hunting quotas are higher than the 
recommended maximum harvest of 1 
lion per 2,000 km2. Additionally, the 
mean actual harvests in Burkina Faso, 
Zambia, Namibia, and Zimbabwe are 
higher than the recommended 1 lion per 
2,000 km2 offtake. 

In the absence of reliable population 
estimates, age restriction on trophy 
harvests can ensure sustainability. If 
offtake is restricted to males older than 
6 years of age, trophy hunting will likely 
have minimal impact on the pride’s 
social structure and young. By removing 
only males 6 years of age or older, 
younger males remain in residence long 
enough to rear a cohort of cubs 
(allowing their genes to enter the gene 
pool; increasing the overall genetic 
diversity); recruitment of these cubs 
ensures lion population growth and, 
therefore, sustainability. However, 
harvesting males that are too young 
causes male replacements, which results 
in increased infanticide rates and death 

of the surviving male coalition. 
Additionally, a study found a 100 
percent fatality rate for males that are 
prematurely forced to disperse due to a 
new male takeover. A lack of mature 
males dispersing, whether it’s due to 
trophy hunting or retaliatory killing, 
reduces the genetic viability of 
populations and may contribute to local 
population extinctions. 

Lion experts recommend age-based 
strategies be incorporated into lion 
management action plans. Although the 
6-year method has the potential to 
reduce the rate of infanticide in lion 
populations subject to trophy hunting, 
the issue of incorporating this strategy 
into each country’s conservation 
strategy and/or action plan, and 
following up with implementation, 
enforcement, and transparency, has yet 
to be observed in many of the lion’s 
range countries. Lack of implementation 
of age-based strategies may undermine 
the successful use of trophy hunting as 
a sustainable conservation strategy. 

Trade in lion parts and products are 
common in western and central Africa. 
Lion populations in these regions are 
small and declining and, therefore, the 
common use of lions in these regions for 
their parts and products is likely 
unsustainable. Further, there seems to 
be a burgeoning trade in lion bone to 
supplement or replace tiger bone. There 
is potential that the current legal trade 
in lion bone will eventually not be 
enough to supply demand, resulting in 
poaching of lions in the future for the 
Asian medicinal trade. 

As a result of human population 
expansion into lion habitat, lions are 
increasingly exposed to diseases from 
domestic animals. Because lions are a 
top predator, they are at a particularly 
high risk of exposure to pathogens. 
Available studies do not indicate that 
infection with a single disease is 
causing detrimental impacts to lions at 
the species level, although general body 
condition, health, and lifespan may be 
compromised and result in negative 
impacts at the individual or population 
level. Co-infections, however, could 
have synergistic effects that lead to 
greater impacts on lions than a single 
infection. 

Disease appears to be a secondary 
factor influencing the decline of lions 
when co-infections occur or when 
disease is combined with other factors, 
including environmental changes, 
reduced prey density, and inbreeding 
depression. Diseases weaken 
individuals and allow them to succumb 
to other diseases or factors. Although 
disease does not appear to be a major 
driver in the status of the lion, 
populations can suffer significant losses; 
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some may recover to pre-outbreak 
levels, others may not. Given the small 
and declining lion populations that 
remain, any loss of individuals from the 
populations could be highly 
detrimental. 

The viability of a lion population 
partly depends on the number of prides 
and ability of males to disperse and 
interact with other prides, which affects 
exchange of genetic material. Without 
genetic exchange, or variation, 
individual fitness is reduced and 
species are less able to adapt to 
environmental changes and stress, 
increasing the risk of extinction. 

Male dispersal plays an important 
role in determining the level of 
inbreeding in lion populations. The 
fewer number of males present to 
contribute genes to the next generation, 
the more inbred the population will be. 
Therefore, not only does dispersal 
impact inbreeding, so does the loss of 
male lions due to excessive trophy 
hunting and infanticide. Because the 
number of prides and male dispersal are 
the most important factors for 
maintaining viability, sufficient areas 
are needed to support at least 50 prides, 
but preferably 100 prides, and allow 
unrestricted male dispersal. 
Unfortunately, few lion populations 
meet these criteria as almost all lion 
populations in Africa that historically 
exceeded 500 individuals are declining, 
and few protected areas are large 
enough to support viable populations. 
Furthermore, research indicates that 
there is a general lack of gene flow in 
most lion conservation units. 

Lack of dispersal and genetic 
variation can negatively impact the 
reproductive fitness of lions in these 
populations and local extirpation is 
likely. Loss of fecundity leads to a 
decrease in population size, fewer 
prides in a population, and increased 
inbreeding which contributes to a 
decline in the population and increases 
the risk of extinction. Additionally, lack 
of genetic variation can impact the 
ability of lions to withstand stochastic 
events or limit the lion’s ability to 
evolve responses to climate change. 

India’s lion population is isolated and 
genetically less diverse. Currently, there 
is no evidence of depressed 
demographic parameters. However, 
intense management may interfere with 
natural selection by ensuring survival of 
unfit lions, which facilitates the 
propagation of deleterious genes in the 
population. Being a small, isolated 
population and less genetically diverse, 
therefore, it is more vulnerable to the 
loss of any individuals due to 
environmental and stochastic events, 
and more prone to local extinction 

events. The establishment of another 
geographically separated, free-ranging 
population would reduce the risk of 
extinction. Establishment of a new 
population at Kuno Wildlife Sanctuary 
in Madhya Pradesh State has been 
proposed. However, the Government of 
Gujarat has refused to allow any lions 
from Gir to be transferred. 

As human populations continue to 
rise in sub-Saharan Africa, the amount 
of land required to meet the expanding 
human population’s needs is constantly 
increasing. Lions are increasingly 
limited to protected areas, and human 
population growth rates around 
protected areas in Africa tend to be 
higher than the average rural growth 
rate. Considering the majority of the 
human population in sub-Saharan 
Africa is rural, and land supports the 
livelihood of most of the population, 
loss and degradation of lion habitat, loss 
of prey base, and increased human-lion 
conflict can reasonably be expected to 
accompany the rapid growth in sub- 
Saharan Africa’s human population into 
the foreseeable future. 

Impacts described above from existing 
and predicted anthropogenic pressures 
on the species and its habitat are likely 
to be exacerbated by climate change. 
The general warming and drying trend 
projected for Africa could further reduce 
lion range, numbers, and prey base. 
Lions may also have to travel greater 
distances to find food or shift their diet 
to livestock, increasing conflict with 
humans and the risk of retaliatory 
killings. Additionally, changes in 
climate may increase the number and 
intensity of disease outbreaks in lions 
and their prey. 

Under different climate change 
scenarios between the years 2040 and 
2070, no broad new areas will become 
suitable for lion. Southern Africa, where 
the broadest areas of suitable conditions 
occur, is projected to become less 
suitable because of climate change. A 
broad swath of potential distributional 
area in western Africa is projected to 
become ‘‘distinctly less suitable or even 
uninhabitable.’’ A decrease in the lion’s 
range could mean that stochastic events 
impact a larger portion of the whole 
species, especially if it occurs where the 
species and its habitat occur. 
Additionally, reductions in populations 
and geographic range may limit the 
lion’s ability to respond to climate 
change. Conversely, climate change 
effects on potential lion distribution are 
projected to be more neutral in eastern 
Africa than across the entire range. 
Reserves in this region are more likely 
to sustain lion populations under 
climate change scenarios in the 
medium-term. 

Increases in average rainfall in the 
past 20 years have resulted in the 
conversion of dry savanna to forestland 
in India; however, these lions have used 
both habitats. Therefore, habitat 
conversion due to climate change may 
not be as detrimental to lions in India. 
However, increased risks of flooding 
could pose a problem for lions. 
Additionally, lions could face threats 
following flood events, such as an 
outbreak of disease. Because this 
population is small, isolated, and less 
genetically diverse, it is more vulnerable 
to stochastic events and more prone to 
local extinction events. 

Current lion habitat and suitable 
habitat predicted to remain under 
climate change scenarios will be under 
increasing pressure due to land 
conversions to meet the needs of the 
growing human population. Projected 
changes in Africa’s climate will increase 
this pressure as land becomes more arid 
and food security concerns are 
exacerbated. Adaptive responses may 
result in further encroachment into 
natural habitats. Land conversion will 
restructure the landscape, disrupt prey 
migration, and decrease prey available 
to lion. Lion densities decrease with 
increasing mean temperature and 
decreasing rainfall. Therefore, lion 
density, or carrying capacity of 
protected areas, in sub-Saharan Africa is 
likely to decline with climate warming 
and drying. 

The loss of lions could also mean the 
loss of genetic variation. Combined with 
declining populations, the risk of 
inbreeding and associated 
complications could increase. Drought 
conditions can also contribute to 
reduced prey availability by altering the 
timing of migration. Climate conditions 
also influence prey abundance, and the 
loss of prey species can result in lions 
shifting their diet towards livestock, 
which may increase retaliatory killings 
by humans. 

Diseases can be directly and 
indirectly affected by climate change by 
impacting distribution, the timing of 
outbreaks, and the intensity of 
outbreaks. Severe climate change could 
synchronize temporal and spatial 
convergence of multiple infectious 
agents, triggering epidemics with greater 
mortality than infections from a single 
pathogen. 

National and international 
conservation strategies rely on protected 
areas to protect natural resources from 
negative impacts of human populations. 
The lion is largely limited to protected 
areas; therefore, effective management is 
crucial to the survival of the species. 
However, weak management of 
protected areas has been documented 
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across its range, especially in western 
Africa where most protected areas are 
experiencing severe management 
deficiencies. 

Based on the best scientific and 
commercial information, we find that 
several factors are negatively impacting 
the lion and contributing to the risk of 
extinction. However, we find there is a 
substantial difference in the magnitude 
of these threats to the risk of extinction 
between the subspecies P. l. leo and P. 
l. melanochaita. Based on current 
population estimates, projected 
population trends, and the threats 
described herein, we find that the 
subspecies P. l. leo and P. l. 
melanochaita qualify for different 
statuses under the Act. 

Finding for Panthera leo leo 
The range of P. l. leo includes the 

western and central African regions and 
India. This subspecies has experienced 
a reduction in range, a reduction in total 
number of populations, and a reduction 
in number of lions. There are 
approximately 1,500 lions distributed 
among 15 populations; 14 in Africa and 
1 in India. The population in western 
and central Africa has declined by 66 
percent since 1993. The current 
population estimate for this portion of 
its range is approximately 915 lions. 
None of the lion populations in these 
regions meet the MVP, although we do 
note that the WAP complex qualifies as 
a potential stronghold where a viable 
population could occur if immediate 
interventions are implemented. Between 
1993 and 2014, the Indian population 
increased by 55 percent. A census 
conducted in 2015 indicates the 
population has increased by 27 percent 
since 2010, with lions now numbering 
523. Although this population is found 
within a protected area, its single, small 
population of 523 animals continues to 
be highly vulnerable to disease and 
other stochastic events. Due to weak 
management in Africa and small 
populations throughout its range, this 
subspecies continues to face threats. 

Remaining African populations are 
particularly threatened by expansion of 
human settlements, agriculture, and/or 
livestock grazing. Expansion of 
agriculture and livestock grazing are 
reported in or around two of the larger 
African populations of P. l. leo, WAP 
Complex and a Chad–CAR population; 
management in portions of both 
protected areas is reported as weak, 
raising concern for the persistence of 
lions and their habitat. Expansion of 
human settlements and activities into 
lion habitat renders it unsuitable for 
lions, primarily because human 
expansion results in reduced 

availability of wild prey and lion 
mortality due to increases in human– 
lion conflict. Both of these factors 
influence the distribution and 
population viability of lions. 

Significant decreases in prey 
abundance have occurred in protected 
areas throughout Africa. In western 
Africa, specifically, herbivore 
populations have decreased by 85 
percent. As a result of prey species 
becoming depleted in many areas, lions 
seek out livestock for food; attacks on 
livestock occur at the highest frequency 
in areas where natural prey abundance 
is lowest. Traditional livestock 
husbandry practices can reduce 
depredation rates, but these traditional 
practices are being replaced with less 
diligent practices. For example, in the 
Pendjari area of Benin, traditional 
enclosures are low with few branches. 
These structures and the lack of 
enclosures encourage livestock 
predation. People do not invest much 
into improving enclosures even though 
they appear to be economically efficient, 
ecologically effective, and culturally 
acceptable. Even enclosures that were 
built as part of a conservation project 
were not used full time due to lack of 
labor and, in some cases, the herd being 
too large for the enclosures. When lions 
in Africa cause or are perceived to cause 
damage to livestock, property, or 
people, the response is generally to kill 
them. Retaliatory killings are reported to 
be a significant threat to lion 
populations in western and central 
Africa. 

Some countries in the African range 
of this subspecies allow hunting of P. l. 
leo. Management programs do not 
appear to be sufficient to deter 
unsustainable offtakes, which has 
resulted in declines in lion populations 
in many areas. Specifically, negative 
impacts to lions from excessive offtakes 
have been documented in Benin and 
Cameroon. Additionally, hunting quotas 
in Benin and Burkina Faso are too high 
for sustainability, although Burkina 
Faso has proposed to reduce their quota 
in the 2015–2016 season. Actual 
harvests in Burkina Faso were also 
found to be higher than recommended 
levels. Although experts recommend 
age-based strategies be incorporated into 
lion management plans to reduce 
excessive harvests and reduce the rate of 
infanticide, Benin and Burkina Faso 
have yet to implement an age-based 
strategy. As a result, species experts 
agree that there is no level of offtake that 
would be sustainable for P. l. leo 
populations in their current condition. 

Trade in lion parts and products is 
very common in western and central 
Africa. Many African countries, 

including Nigeria, Burkina Faso, and 
Cameroon, maintain local markets in 
lion products. Trade in lion skins and 
partial skins is described as ‘‘frequent’’ 
in street markets in Abidjan, Côte 
d’Ivoire, and the scale of domestic trade 
in illegal lion products is described as 
‘‘massive’’ in Nigeria. In the central 
African country of Cameroon, the 
estimated value of a single lion carcass 
exceeds the trophy fee, and at a lion 
conservation conference, the 
Government of Cameroon identified 
trade in lion skins as a major cause of 
the decline in lion populations in 
western and central Africa. Trade in 
lion skins is most likely one of the 
biggest threats to lion survival in 
western Africa due to the rarity of lions 
in the region, the extent of the trade, 
and the high price of lion skins. Lion 
populations in western and central 
Africa are small and declining and, 
therefore, the common use of lions in 
these regions for their parts and 
products is likely unsustainable. 

The viability of a lion population 
partly depends on the number of prides 
and the ability of males to disperse and 
interact with other prides, which affects 
exchange of genetic material. Without 
genetic exchange, or variation, the more 
inbred the population will be, 
individual fitness is reduced, 
reproductive fitness is reduced, and 
species are less able to adapt to 
environmental changes and stress or 
stochastic events. Loss of fecundity 
leads to a decrease in population size, 
fewer prides in a population, and 
increased inbreeding which contributes 
to a decline in the population and may 
result in local extirpation. The entire P. 
l. leo subspecies comprises small, 
isolated populations. Research indicates 
that there is a general lack of gene flow 
in most lion conservation units. 
Furthermore, the suggested minimum 
number of lions estimated to constitute 
a viable population is at least 250 lions, 
but preferably 500 lions, or 50–100 
prides. This threshold may be smaller 
for P. l. leo as pride sizes are generally 
smaller than those for P. l. 
melanochaita. However, given the size 
of the remaining populations, few could 
be considered potentially viable. 
Additionally, few protected areas are 
large enough to support viable 
populations. 

Although there are laws meant to 
protect wildlife, including lions and 
their prey species, the drastic and 
continuing decline of the species and its 
prey indicate these regulatory 
mechanisms are not adequate to 
ameliorate threats to P. l. leo. 
Furthermore, national and international 
conservation strategies rely on protected 
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areas to protect natural resources from 
negative impacts of human populations. 
However, weak management of 
protected areas has been documented 
across the lion’s range, especially in 
western Africa where most protected 
areas are experiencing severe 
management deficiencies, including the 
lack of a budget or a budget insufficient 
to carry out management activities. 

The lion population in India is one 
population of P. l. leo that is increasing 
and could potentially be considered a 
viable population based on the number 
of lions. However, intense management, 
including healthcare interventions, may 
interfere with natural selection 
processes by ensuring the survival of 
unfit lions, which facilitates the 
propagation of deleterious genes in the 
population. This population is also 
running out of area to expand. Being a 
small, isolated population and less 
genetically diverse, it is more vulnerable 
to the loss of any individuals due to 
environmental and stochastic events, 
and more prone to local extinction 
events. 

As previously stated, threats to the 
lion are expected to continue or increase 
in conjunction with predicted human 
population growth. The human 
population, and thus negative impacts 
to lions, as well as decreases in lion 
populations, associated with human 
population growth, is expected to 
increase substantially by 2050. If 
regional trends continue at their current 
rate, western and central Africa will 
likely lose a third of its population in 5 
years and half the population in 10 
years. Lion bone may be increasingly 
used as a replacement for tiger bone in 
traditional Asian medicine and in Asian 
luxury products. Therefore, trade in lion 
bone could become lucrative, spur 
considerable demand from suppliers of 
the black market, result in extensive 
poaching of wild lions, and have 
significant impacts to lion populations. 
Additionally, future development in 
India could alter habitat vital for 
dispersal. Tolerance to loss of livestock 
may also wane as traditional beliefs and 
traditional value systems are rapidly 
changing under the influence of 
globalization. Furthermore, effects of 
climate change on lion habitat are 
projected to manifest as early as 2040. 
Under climate change scenarios, a broad 
swath of potential distributional area in 
western Africa is projected to become 
distinctly less suitable or even 
uninhabitable. Increases in rainfall 
predicted for India may not have 
detrimental impacts on lion habitat; 
however, increased risks of flooding 
could result in increased mortality, and 
post-flooding conditions could be 

conducive to disease outbreaks and are 
a serious concern to the persistence of 
the lion population as this population is 
more vulnerable to stochastic events 
and local extinction. 

Threats acting on P. l. leo have 
contributed to large reductions in the 
subspecies’ range and suitable habitat, 
abundance, and number and 
connectivity of populations. The 
subspecies has reached critically low 
numbers of individuals and potentially 
viable populations. Furthermore, while 
one small population may be increasing, 
we are not aware of any information 
indicating that the overall trend of large 
declines in the subspecies range, 
abundance, and connectivity, will 
reverse course. 

Threats continue to act on this 
subspecies. Due to small population size 
and lack of connectivity between 
populations, most populations are not 
able to recover from the loss of suitable 
habitat or individuals. Furthermore, 
because all populations are small and 
isolated, the subspecies lacks resiliency 
to recover from stochastic or 
catastrophic events and is thus highly 
vulnerable to extirpation. Threats are 
currently affecting the subspecies and 
the impacts on the subspecies are 
expected to continue or even intensify 
over time as the human population 
increases and as climate change 
progresses, negatively impacting 
availability of suitable habitat, lion 
distribution, and lion numbers. Based 
on the current distribution and size of 
P. l. leo populations, the current threats 
acting on this subspecies, the impacts of 
those threats, and the impacts of future 
threats and climate change on lion 
distribution, lion numbers, habitat, prey 
availability, susceptibility to disease, 
loss of lions via human–lion conflict 
and trophy hunting, and resiliency to 
stochastic and catastrophic events, we 
find that the viability of this subspecies 
is compromised and will not be 
resistant or resilient to ongoing and 
future threats. Therefore, we find that P. 
l. leo is in danger of extinction 
throughout its range and list the 
subspecies as endangered. 

Finding for Panthera leo melanochaita 
The range of P. l. melanochaita 

includes the southern and eastern 
African regions. Although this 
subspecies has experienced range 
reduction, a decline in the number of 
populations, and a decline in the 
number of lions, it remains relatively 
widespread. Currently, there are 
approximately 17,730 P. l. melanochaita 
lions distributed among 68 protected 
areas, with larger populations in 
Botswana, Kenya, Namibia, South 

Africa, Tanzania, Zambia, and 
Zimbabwe. Between 1993 and 2014, the 
lion population in eastern Africa 
declined by 59 percent. In southern 
Africa the lion population increased by 
8 percent during the same time period. 
Most of the increasing populations 
contributing to this trend are small, 
fenced reserves. However, one of the 
largest populations in southern Africa, 
Okavango, and populations in 6 
unfenced reserves in Botswana, 
Namibia, and Zimbabwe declined. 
Although there are larger populations of 
P. l. melanochaita that may meet the 
suggested MVP, almost all lion 
populations in Africa that historically 
exceeded 500 individuals, are declining. 

Expansion of human settlements, 
agriculture, and/or livestock grazing is 
occurring in or on the major populations 
and is particularly a threat in eastern 
Africa and some parts of southern 
Africa. In particular, expansion of 
agriculture and livestock grazing is 
occurring in or around major 
populations in Kenya, Tanzania, and 
Zambia and both are major threats to 
lion survival in these countries. 
Expansion of human settlements and 
activities into lion habitat renders it 
unsuitable for lions, primarily because 
human expansion results in reduced 
availability of wild prey and lion 
mortality due to increases in human– 
lion conflict. Both of these factors 
influence the distribution and 
population viability of lions. However, 
in some parts of southern Africa, lions 
are repopulating areas where lions were 
recently extirpated due to adequate 
protection of habitat and prey. 

Significant decreases in prey 
abundance have occurred in protected 
areas throughout Africa, including 
Botswana, Kenya, Mozambique, Sudan, 
Zambia, and Zimbabwe. Herbivore 
populations have decreased by 52 
percent in eastern Africa, although they 
have increased by 24 percent in 
southern Africa. Protected areas in 
Ethiopia, Mozambique, Tanzania, and 
Zambia are increasingly settled; 
decreases in prey abundance in African 
protected areas are driven by human 
population growth, especially along the 
boundaries of protected areas where 
human population growth rates are 
high, encroachment and habitat loss 
occurs, and people are dependent on 
bushmeat. Additionally, many 
communities lack the rights over land 
and in most cases in Botswana, 
Tanzania, Zambia, and Zimbabwe, the 
government retains a significant portion 
of revenue from wildlife; therefore, 
those that bear the costs of wildlife do 
not receive benefits, and bushmeat 
hunting is the only way to benefit from 
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wildlife. Furthermore, conversion of 
rangeland to agricultural use has 
blocked several migratory routes for 
Tanzania’s wildebeest and zebra 
populations, which likely forces lions to 
rely more on livestock. 

As a result of prey species becoming 
depleted in many areas, lions seek out 
livestock for food; attacks on livestock 
occur at the highest frequency in areas 
where natural prey abundance is lowest. 
Additionally, traditional livestock 
husbandry practices can reduce 
depredation rates, but these traditional 
practices are being replaced with less 
diligent practices. In Kenya and 
Tanzania, social changes are altering 
traditional Maasai pastoral livelihoods, 
reducing dependency on livestock, and 
reducing traditional livestock care and 
management, leaving livestock more 
vulnerable to predation. Although lions 
generally avoid people, they will 
occasionally prey on humans, causing 
serious injury or death. Attacks on 
humans appear to be more frequent in 
the range of P. l. melanochaita than P. 
l. leo. When lions cause or are perceived 
to cause damage to livestock, property, 
or people, the response is generally to 
kill them. Retaliatory killings are 
reported to be a significant threat to lion 
populations in Botswana, South Africa, 
Kenya, Tanzania, and Zimbabwe. 

Some P. l. melanochaita range 
countries allow hunting of lions. 
Although some management programs 
appear to follow recommended 
practices for sustainability, most do not 
appear to be sufficient to deter 
unsustainable offtakes, which has 
resulted in declines in lion populations 
in many areas. Specifically, negative 
impacts to lions from excessive offtakes 
have been documented in Tanzania, 
Zambia, and Zimbabwe. Additionally, 
hunting quotas in most countries are 
higher than the recommended offtake 
for sustainability. Actual harvests in 
Namibia, Zambia, and Zimbabwe were 
also found to be higher than 
recommended levels. Experts 
recommend age-based strategies be 
incorporated into lion management 
plans to reduce excessive harvests and 
reduce the rate of infanticide and 
several countries, including 
Mozambique (only Niassa National 
Reserve), Tanzania, and Zimbabwe have 
committed to implementing an age- 
based strategy. Of these, only Niassa 
National Reserve and Zimbabwe have 
fully implemented age restrictions and 
shown reductions in offtake. Tanzania 
has implemented age restrictions and 
shown reductions in offtake; however, 
transparency (in terms of trophy quality 
data) and the scientific objectivity of the 
evaluating body has been questioned. 

Lack of implementation of age-based 
strategies may undermine the successful 
use of trophy hunting as a sustainable 
conservation strategy. 

The captive-breeding industry has 
publicized captive breeding and 
reintroduction of captive-born species 
into the wild as a potential solution to 
the decrease in wild lion populations. 
However, lions raised in captivity often 
develop a variety of issues that make 
them unsuitable for reintroduction, and 
reintroduction efforts have not been 
shown to address the underlying causes 
of population declines throughout the 
species’ range. Existing research has 
generally found that captive-raised lions 
are not as able to adapt successfully to 
conditions out of captivity and, 
therefore, the success rate is much 
reduced compared to the use of wild- 
caught lions. 

While it is argued that South Africa’s 
captive-bred lion industry may reduce 
pressures of trophy hunting on wild 
South African populations, there is no 
substantial or peer-reviewed science to 
support such a claim. Likewise, there is 
no record or evidence to support claims 
that the captive-bred lion industry is 
supporting reintroduction into the wild 
in any significant way. However, future 
efforts to control hunting of captive-bred 
lions could potentially increase the 
demand for wild lion trophies and 
result in excessive harvests. 
Additionally, trade in bones of captive 
lions could stimulate harvest of wild 
lions to supply a growing bone trade. 
Hunting of captive lions could also 
potentially undermine the price of wild 
hunts and reduce incentives for 
conservation of wild lions in other 
African countries. 

Lion parts and products are used in 
many African countries as medicine, 
nutrition, talismans, and decorations, 
and in traditional ceremonies and 
rituals. Kenya and Somalia maintain 
local markets in lion products. Lion 
skins and canines are also described as 
‘‘easily found’’ in the markets of Dakar, 
Senegal. In southern and eastern Africa, 
trade in lion parts, particularly lion 
bone, to Asia is generally considered a 
severe potential threat to the species. 
According to CITES, there is ‘‘clear 
scope for the international trade in lion 
body parts for [traditional Chinese 
medicine and traditional African 
medicine] to grow uncontrollably, as it 
has done for other big cats.’’ According 
to Kenya, the declared exports of bones, 
skulls, and skeletons derived from wild 
lions also show an increasing trend 
through the period 2003–2012, with 
total declared specimens in 2012 more 
than ten times those in 2003. Evidence 
suggests incentive to poach wild lions 

for the bone trade may currently exist as 
prices paid to South African game 
farmers and landowners for lion bones 
exceeded the per capita GDP (gross 
domestic product) in many lion range 
states. Thus, the current price paid for 
lion bone appears to provide incentive 
in some countries to poach wild lions. 

The viability of a lion population 
partly depends on the number of prides 
and ability of males to disperse and 
interact with other prides, which affects 
the exchange of genetic material. 
Without genetic exchange, or variation, 
the more inbred the population will be, 
individual fitness is reduced, 
reproductive fitness is reduced, and 
species are less able to adapt to 
environmental changes and stress or 
stochastic events. Loss of fecundity 
leads to a decrease in population size, 
fewer prides in a population, and 
increased inbreeding, which contributes 
to a decline in the population and local 
extirpation. Research indicates that 
there is a general lack of gene flow in 
most lion conservation units. 
Furthermore, the suggested minimum 
number of lions estimated to constitute 
a viable population is at least 250 lions, 
but preferably 500 lions, or 50–100 
prides. Almost all lion populations in 
Africa that historically exceeded 500 
individuals are declining, and few 
protected areas are large enough to 
support viable populations. 

While the lion bone trade appears to 
currently be based primarily in South 
Africa’s captive-bred lion hunting 
industry, the trade appears to be having 
little or no impact on wild lion 
populations in South Africa at this 
time—lion populations in South Africa 
are stable or increasing and there is little 
poaching of wild lions in the country 
(Funston and Levendal 2014, pp. 1, 26; 
Williams et al. 2015, pp. 79–80). 
However, the impact of the lion bone 
trade on lion populations outside South 
Africa is unknown and most wild lions 
occur outside South Africa (see 
Distribution and Abundance). While 
wild tiger populations are declining, the 
demand for tiger parts in Asia is 
increasing. With tigers difficult to 
obtain, lion bone may be increasingly 
used as a replacement for tiger bone. 
Considering the sharp and continuing 
increases in demand from Asia for lion 
bone and the effect of the tiger bone 
trade on tiger populations, there is 
potential for demand to surpass the 
availability of legally obtained lion 
bone. Therefore, trade in lion bone 
could become lucrative, spur 
considerable demand from suppliers of 
the black market, result in extensive 
poaching and unsustainable harvest of 
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wild lions to meet demand, and have 
significant impacts to lion populations. 

Although there are laws in place in 
lion range countries that are meant to 
protect wildlife, including lions and 
their prey species, the drastic and 
continuing decline of the species and its 
prey in some parts of its range indicate 
these regulatory mechanisms are not 
adequate to ameliorate threats to the P. 
l. melanochaita throughout its range. 
Furthermore, national and international 
conservation strategies rely on protected 
areas to protect natural resources from 
negative impacts of human populations. 
However, weak management of 
protected areas has been documented 
across the lion’s range. 

As indicated above, P. l. melanochaita 
remains relatively widespread and some 
remaining populations are large enough 
to be considered viable. Therefore, due 
to the size of some populations, the 
number of remaining populations, and 
the stability or increasing status of some 
populations, we find that P. l. 
melanochaita is not currently in danger 
of extinction. However, the overall 
population of the subspecies continues 
to decline and threats to the lion are 
expected to continue or increase in the 
future in conjunction with predicted 
human population growth. If regional 
trends in lion populations continue at 
the current rate, eastern Africa will lose 
a third of its lion population in 20 years 
and half the population in 30 years. 
Effects of climate change on lion habitat 
are projected to manifest as early as 
2040. Although climate change effects 
on potential lion distribution are 
projected to be more neutral in eastern 
Africa than across the entire range, 
southern Africa, where the broadest 
areas of suitable conditions occur, is 
projected to become less suitable 
because of climate change. Specifically, 
park areas, including the ‘‘Etosha Pan, 
Lake Opnono, Cuvelai Drainage, 
Kalahari Gemsbok, and Kgalagadi 
Transfrontier Park areas’’ are projected 
to decline substantially in suitability for 
lions. In addition, reforms to trophy 
hunting have been made to ensure 
sustainability of trophy hunting, but 
these reforms have been implemented in 
only a few places. Furthermore, demand 
for lion bone is expected to increase in 
the future and high prices for lion bone 
provide incentive to poach wild lions. 
As a result of the likely impacts of these 
threats, it is reasonable to conclude that 
the population of P. l. melanochaita is 
likely to be drastically reduced and 
fragmented in the foreseeable future, 
limiting the ability of the subspecies to 
recover from stochastic and catastrophic 
events. Therefore, we find that this 
subspecies is likely to become an 

endangered species within the 
foreseeable future and we are listing P. 
l. melanochaita as a threatened species. 

Significant Portion of Its Range 
Under the Act and our implementing 

regulations, a species may warrant 
listing if it is endangered or threatened 
throughout all or a significant portion of 
its range. The term ‘‘species’’ includes 
‘‘any subspecies of fish or wildlife or 
plants, and any distinct population 
segment [DPS] of any species of 
vertebrate fish or wildlife which 
interbreeds when mature.’’ We 
published a final policy interpreting the 
phrase ‘‘Significant Portion of its 
Range’’ (SPR) (79 FR 37578, July 1, 
2014). The final policy states that (1) if 
a species is found to be endangered or 
threatened throughout a significant 
portion of its range, the entire species is 
listed as endangered or threatened, 
respectively, and the Act’s protections 
apply to all individuals of the species 
wherever found; (2) a portion of the 
range of a species is ‘‘significant’’ if the 
species is not currently endangered or 
threatened throughout all of its range, 
but the portion’s contribution to the 
viability of the species is so important 
that, without the members in that 
portion, the species would be in danger 
of extinction, or likely to become so in 
the foreseeable future, throughout all of 
its range; (3) the range of a species is 
considered to be the general 
geographical area within which that 
species can be found at the time the 
Service or the National Marine Fisheries 
Service makes any particular status 
determination; and (4) if a vertebrate 
species is endangered or threatened 
throughout an SPR, and the population 
in that significant portion is a valid 
DPS, we will list the DPS rather than the 
entire taxonomic species or subspecies. 

We found the lion subspecies P. l. leo 
to be in danger of extinction throughout 
its range, and the subspecies P. l. 
melanochaita likely to become 
endangered within the foreseeable 
future throughout its range. Therefore, 
no portions of the species’ range are 
‘‘significant’’ as defined in our SPR 
policy, and no additional SPR analysis 
is required. 

4(d) Rule for Panthera leo 
melanochaita 

The purposes of the ESA are to 
provide a means whereby the 
ecosystems upon which endangered 
species and threatened species depend 
may be conserved, to provide a program 
for the conservation of such endangered 
species and threatened species, and to 
take such steps as may be appropriate to 
achieve the purposes of the treaties and 

conventions set forth in the ESA. When 
a species is listed as endangered, certain 
actions are prohibited under section 9 of 
the ESA and are implemented through 
our regulations in 50 CFR 17.21. These 
include, among others, prohibitions on 
take within the United States, within 
the territorial seas of the United States, 
or upon the high seas; import; export; 
and shipment in interstate or foreign 
commerce in the course of a commercial 
activity. Exceptions to the prohibitions 
for endangered species may be granted 
in accordance with section 10 of the 
ESA and our regulations at 50 CFR 
17.22. 

The ESA does not specify particular 
prohibitions and exceptions to those 
prohibitions for threatened species. 
Instead, under section 4(d) of the ESA, 
the Secretary, as well as the Secretary of 
Commerce depending on the species, 
was given the discretion to issue such 
regulations as deemed necessary and 
advisable to provide for the 
conservation of such species. The 
Secretary also has the discretion to 
prohibit by regulation with respect to 
any threatened species any act 
prohibited under section 9(a)(1) of the 
ESA. Exercising this discretion, the 
Service has developed general 
prohibitions in the ESA regulations (50 
CFR 17.31) and exceptions to those 
prohibitions (50 CFR 17.32) that apply 
to most threatened species. Under 50 
CFR 17.32, permits may be issued to 
allow persons to engage in otherwise 
prohibited acts for certain purposes. 

Under section 4(d) of the ESA, the 
Secretary, who has delegated this 
authority to the Service, may also 
develop specific prohibitions and 
exceptions tailored to the particular 
conservation needs of a threatened 
species. In such cases, the Service issues 
a 4(d) rule that may include some or all 
of the prohibitions and authorizations 
set out in 50 CFR 17.31 and 17.32, but 
which also may be more or less 
restrictive than the general provisions at 
50 CFR 17.31 and 17.32. For P. l. 
melanochaita, the Service has 
determined that a 4(d) rule is necessary 
and advisable. 

We are adding a 4(d) (special) rule for 
P. l. melanochaita at 50 CFR 17.40(r). 
This 4(d) rule maintains all of the 
prohibitions and exceptions codified in 
50 CFR 17.31 and 17.32 with regard to 
this subspecies and supersedes the 
import exemption found in 50 CFR 17.8 
for threatened wildlife listed in 
Appendix II of CITES, such that a 
threatened species import permit under 
50 CFR 17.32 is now required for the 
importation of all P. l. melanochaita 
specimens. Therefore, through the 
promulgation of this 4(d) rule, the 
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presumption of legality provided under 
section 9(c)(2) of the Act for the 
otherwise lawful importation of wildlife 
listed in Appendix II of CITES that is 
not an endangered species listed 
pursuant to section 4 of the Act does not 
apply to this subspecies. Thus, under 
this 4(d) rule, all otherwise prohibited 
activities, including all imports of P. l. 
melanochaita specimens, require prior 
authorization or permits under the Act. 
Under our regulations at 50 CFR 17.32, 
permits or authorization to carry out an 
otherwise prohibited activity could be 
issued for scientific purposes, the 
enhancement of propagation or survival 
of the species, economic hardship, 
zoological exhibitions, educational 
purposes, or special purposes consistent 
with the purposes of the Act. 
Applications for these activities are 
available from either http://www.fws.
gov/forms/3-200-20.pdf or http://www.
fws.gov/forms/3-200-37.pdf. 

The intent of this 4(d) rule is to 
provide for the conservation of P. l. 
melanochaita consistent with the 
purposes of the Act. Under this 4(d) 
rule, the prohibitions, in part, make it 
illegal for any person subject to the 
jurisdiction of the United States to 
‘‘take’’ (includes harass, harm, pursue, 
hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, 
or to attempt any of these) within the 
United States or upon the high seas; 
import or export; deliver, receive, carry, 
transport, or ship in interstate or foreign 
commerce, by any means whatsoever, in 
the course of commercial activity; or sell 
or offer for sale in interstate or foreign 
commerce any P. l. melanochaita 
specimens. It would also be illegal to 
possess, sell, deliver, carry, transport, or 
ship any such wildlife that has been 
taken in violation of the Act. We find 
that these protections, including the 
requirement for a permit for the import, 
export, interstate and foreign commerce 
and take for all P. l. melanochaita 
specimens, will support and encourage 
conservation actions for P. l. 
melanochaita and require that permitted 
activities involving this subspecies are 
carried out in a manner that is 
consistent with the purposes of the Act 
and our implementing regulations. 

In connection with this 4(d) rule, the 
Service notes that P. l. melanochaita is 
listed in Appendix II of CITES and, 
without this 4(d) rule, could be 
imported into the United States 
pursuant to section 9(c)(2) of the Act 
upon the presentation of a proper CITES 
export permit from the country of 
export, if such importation is not made 
in the course of a commercial activity. 
Section 9(c)(2) of the Act provides that 
the otherwise lawful importation of 
wildlife that is not an endangered 

species listed pursuant to section 4 of 
the Act, but that is listed in Appendix 
II of CITES, shall be presumed to be in 
compliance with provisions of the Act 
and implementing regulations if the 
importation is not made in the course of 
a commercial activity. While there has 
been question as to whether this 
provision of the Act might automatically 
require allowing the importation of a 
species that is both listed as threatened 
and in Appendix II, and preclude the 
issuance of more restrictive 4(d) rules 
covering importation, the Service has 
concluded that such 4(d) rules may be 
issued to provide for the conservation of 
the involved species. Section 9(c)(2) 
does not expressly refer to threatened 
species or prevent the issuance of 
appropriate 4(d) rules and could not 
logically have been intended to allow 
the addition of a species to an appendix 
of an international convention to 
override the needs of U.S. law, where 
there is reliable evidence to affect the 
presumption of validity. Finally, the 
term ‘‘presumed’’ implies that the 
established presumption is rebuttable 
under certain circumstances, including 
through the promulgation of a protective 
regulation pursuant to section 4(d) of 
the Act. 

In the case of the P. l. melanochaita, 
there are substantive grounds on which 
to challenge the presumption. For the 
import of sport-hunted trophies, while 
there is evidence that some range 
countries are implementing lion 
management programs, the best 
available information indicates that not 
all lion hunting programs are well 
managed or provide enhancement to 
survival of the subspecies (see Trophy 
Hunting section), Namely, mismanaged 
trophy hunting is reported to contribute 
to documented declines in lion 
populations of Africa (Rosenblatt et al. 
2014, entire; Sogbohossou et al. 2014, 
entire; Becker et al. 2013, entire; 
Lindsey et al. 2013a, entire; Packer et al. 
2013, p. 636; Croes et al. 2011, entire; 
Packer et al. 2011, entire; Loveridge et 
al. 2007, entire). Depending on how 
trophy hunting is regulated and 
managed, trophy hunting can be a tool 
for conservation, but may also have 
negative impacts on lions (Bauer et al. 
2015a, unpaginated; Lindsey et al. 
2013a, p. 1; Whitman et al. 2004, pp. 
176–177; Loveridge et al. 2007, p. 548). 
We want to encourage and support 
efforts by range countries to develop 
programs that are based on sound 
scientific information. As noted, the 
4(d) rule for P. l. melanochaita would 
provide for the importation into the 
United States of trophies taken legally 
in range countries upon the issuance of 

a threatened species import permit. 
While the Service cannot control 
hunting of foreign species such as P. l. 
melanochaita, we can regulate their 
importation and thereby require that 
U.S. imports of sport-hunted P. l. 
melanochaita trophy specimens are 
obtained in a manner that is consistent 
with the purposes of the Act and the 
conservation of the subspecies in the 
wild, by allowing importation from 
range countries that have scientifically 
sound management programs that 
address the threats that are facing lions 
and are enhancing the survival of the 
species in the wild within that country 
(see further discussion below on 
enhancement of propagation or survival 
with regard to authorizing the import of 
sport-hunted trophies of P. l. 
melanochaita). Further, for the import 
of parts or products, there is evidence 
that trade in lion parts, particularly 
bones, is fast becoming a substitute for 
tiger bones in traditional Asian 
medicine and Asian luxury products 
(see Traditional Use of Lion Parts and 
Products section). While the primary 
source of the current bone trade appears 
to be from captive-bred lions from South 
Africa, considering the sharp and 
continuing increases in demand from 
Asia for lion bone, there is potential for 
demand to surpass the availability of 
legally obtained lion bone and, 
consequently, result in poaching and 
unsustainable harvest of wild lions to 
meet demand. Based on the effect of the 
tiger bone trade on tiger populations, if 
current conditions continue unchanged, 
there is considerable potential for 
extensive poaching of wild lions to 
occur in order to meet demand. Given 
the current threats to the subspecies, 
unsustainable harvest to supply a trade 
in parts could contribute to the further 
decline of the subspecies. 

Finally, due to our concerns about the 
increasing trade in lion bones and 
evidence that live lions are being 
exported to Asia, presumably for the 
bone trade, we find that unregulated 
trade and the taking of live lions could 
further contribute to the lion bone trade. 
Further, the noncommercial imports of 
live lions could be a cover for the 
establishment of lion bone trade within 
the United States. As with captive tigers 
and the use of live animals for the bone 
trade, the Service finds that the 
unregulated movement of lions within 
the United States, as well as the import 
or export of these animals is reasonably 
likely to be used as a loophole for the 
bone trade and serve as cover for the 
establishment of lion bone trade within 
the United States. By requiring permits 
for all otherwise prohibited activities 
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under the Act, such as import, export, 
interstate and foreign commerce and 
take, including noncommercial imports 
of live lions, we can ensure that live 
lions are not used to supplement the 
trade in lion bones. 

Therefore, we find that regulation of 
the importation of all P. l. melanochaita 
parts and products, including live 
animals and sport-hunted trophies, will 
ensure that imported specimens are 
obtained in a manner that is consistent 
with the purposes of the Act and the 
conservation of the subspecies in the 
wild. 

Our threatened species permitting 
regulations at 50 CFR 17.32 provide 
issuance criteria for threatened species 
permits (50 CFR 17.32(a)(2)), but do not 
specify what would constitute the 
enhancement of propagation or survival 
with regard to authorizing the import of 
parts or products of P. l. melanochaita, 
including sport-hunted trophies. 
Therefore, when making a 
determination of whether an otherwise 
prohibited activity enhances the 
propagation or survival of P. l. 
melanochaita, the Service will examine 
the overall conservation and 
management of the subspecies in the 
country where the specimen originated 
and whether that management of the 
subspecies addresses the threats to the 
subspecies (i.e., that it is based on sound 
scientific principles and that the 
management program is actively 
addressing the current and longer term 
threats to the subspecies). In that 
review, we will evaluate whether the 
import contributes to the overall 
conservation of the species by 
considering whether the biological, 
social, and economic aspects of a 
program from which the specimen was 
obtained provide a net benefit to the 
subspecies and its ecosystem. 

The Service will evaluate any 
application received that involves P. l. 
melanochaita in the context of 
enhancement of propagation or survival 
permitting in accordance with our 
threatened species permitting 
regulations at 50 CFR 17.32 and 
issuance criteria for threatened species 
permits (50 CFR 17.32(a)(2)). These 
include, in addition to the general 
permitting criteria in 50 CFR 13.21(b): 

(i) Whether the purpose for which the 
permit is required is adequate to justify 
removing from the wild or otherwise 
changing the status of the wildlife sought to 
be covered by the permit; 

(ii) The probable direct and indirect effect 
that issuing the permit would have on the 
wild populations of the wildlife sought to be 
covered by the permit; 

(iii) Whether the permit, if issued, would 
in any way, directly or indirectly, conflict 

with any known program intended to 
enhance the survival probabilities of the 
population from which the wildlife sought to 
be covered by the permit was or would be 
removed; 

(iv) Whether the purpose for which the 
permit is required would be likely to reduce 
the threat of extinction facing the species of 
wildlife sought to be covered by the permit; 

(v) The opinions or views of scientists or 
other persons or organizations having 
expertise concerning the wildlife or other 
matters germane to the application; and 

(vi) Whether the expertise, facilities, or 
other resources available to the applicant 
appear adequate to successfully accomplish 
the objectives stated in the application. 

In addition to these factors, 
particularly in relation to sport hunting, 
we find the IUCN Species Survival 
Commission (SSC) Guiding Principles 
on Trophy Hunting as a Tool for 
Creating Conservation Incentives, Ver. 
1.0 (IUCN SSC 2012), to provide useful 
principles, which, considered in 
conjunction with our threatened species 
issuance criteria, will aid the Service 
when making an enhancement finding 
for importation of sport-hunted trophies 
of P. l. melanochaita. This document 
sets out guidance from experts in the 
field on the use of trophy hunting as a 
tool for ‘‘creating incentives for the 
conservation of species and their 
habitats and for the equitable sharing of 
the benefits of use of natural resources’’ 
(IUCN SSC 2012, p. 2) and recognizes 
that recreational hunting, particularly 
trophy hunting, can contribute to 
biodiversity conservation and more 
specifically, the conservation of the 
hunted species. 

The SSC document lays out five 
guiding principles that, considered in 
conjunction with our threatened species 
issuance criteria, will aid the Service 
when making an enhancement finding 
for importation of sport-hunted trophies 
of P. l. melanochaita: 

(a) Biological sustainability: The hunting 
program cannot contribute to the long-term 
decline of the hunted species. It should not 
alter natural selection and ecological 
function of the hunted species or any other 
species that share the habitat. The program 
should not inadvertently facilitate poaching 
or illegal trade in wildlife by acting as a cover 
for such illegal activities. The hunting 
program should also not manipulate the 
ecosystem or its component elements in a 
way that alters the native biodiversity. 

(b) Net Conservation Benefit: The 
biologically sustainable hunting program 
should be based on laws, regulations, and 
scientifically based quotas, established with 
local input, that are transparent and 
periodically reviewed. The program should 
produce income, employment, and other 
benefits to create incentives for reducing the 
pressure on the target species. The program 
should create benefits for local residents to 
co-exist with the target species and other 

species. It is also imperative that the program 
is part of a legally recognized governance 
system that supports conservation. 

(c) Socio-Economic-Cultural Benefit: A 
well-managed hunting program can serve as 
a conservation tool when it respects the local 
cultural values and practices. It should be 
accepted by most members of the 
community, involving and benefiting local 
residents in an equitable manner. The 
program should also adopt business practices 
that promote long-term economic 
sustainability. 

(d) Adaptive Management: Planning, 
Monitoring, and Reporting: Hunting can 
enhance the species when it is based on 
appropriate resource assessments and 
monitoring (e.g., population counts, trend 
data), upon which specific science-based 
quotas and hunting programs can be 
established. Resource assessments should be 
objective, well documented, and use the best 
science available. Adaptive management of 
quotas and programs based on the results of 
resource assessments and monitoring is 
essential. The program should monitor 
hunting activities to ensure that quotas and 
sex/age restrictions of harvested animals are 
met. The program should also generate 
reliable documentation of its biological 
sustainability and conservation benefits. 

(e) Accountable and Effective Governance: 
A biologically sustainable trophy-hunting 
program should be subject to a governance 
structure that clearly allocates management 
responsibilities. The program should account 
for revenues in a transparent manner and 
distribute net revenues to conservation and 
community beneficiaries according to 
properly agreed decisions. All necessary 
steps to eliminate corruption should be taken 
and to ensure compliance with all relevant 
national and international requirements and 
regulations by relevant bodies such as 
administrators, regulators and hunters. 

The Service’s approach to 
enhancement findings for the 
importation of sport-hunted trophies of 
P. l. melanochaita is consistent with the 
purpose and intent of the Endangered 
Species Act. Before we will authorize 
the importation of a sport-hunted 
trophy, we must determine that the 
trophy hunting program is managed to 
ensure the long-term survival of the 
species. In many parts of the world, 
wildlife exists outside of protected areas 
and must share the same habitat and 
compete with humans living in these 
areas for space and resources. If 
communities that share these resources 
with wildlife do not perceive any 
benefits from the presence of wildlife, 
they may be less willing to tolerate the 
wildlife. However, under certain 
circumstances, trophy hunting can 
address this problem by making wildlife 
more valuable to the local communities 
and encourage community support for 
managing and conserving the hunted 
species, as well as other species. 

When evaluating whether the 
importation of a trophy of P. l. 
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melanochaita would be authorized 
pursuant to 50 CFR 17.32, in accordance 
with our threatened species issuance 
criteria, we will examine how a 
country’s management program for lions 
addresses the three main threats that 
have led to the decline of the 
subspecies: Habitat loss, loss of prey 
base, and human-lion conflict. When 
examining a management program and 
whether trophies taken as part of that 
program meet the issuance criteria, we 
would study a number of factors. Some 
of the factors we would consider 
include whether the program is based 
on sound scientific information and 
identifies mechanisms that would arrest 
the loss of habitat or increase available 
habitat (i.e., by establishing protected 
areas and ensuring adequate protection 
from human encroachment). We would 
consider whether the management 
program actively address the loss of the 
lion’s prey base by addressing poaching 
or unsustainable offtake within the 
country. A component of a management 
plan from which trophy imports would 
meet the issuance criteria would be 
whether there are government 
incentives in place that encourage 
habitat protection by private 
landowners and communities and 
incentives to local communities to 
reduce the incursion of livestock into 
protected areas or to actively manage 
livestock to reduce conflicts with lions. 
We would examine if the hunting 
component of the management program 
supports all of these efforts by looking 
at whether hunting concessions/tracts 
are managed to ensure the long-term 
survival of the lion, its prey base, and 
habitat. As stated previously, hunting 
can generate significant economic 
benefits if properly conducted. In 
looking at whether we would be able to 
authorize the import of a trophy under 
the issuance criteria of 50 CFR 17.32, we 
would examine if the trophy hunting 
provides financial assistance to the 
wildlife department to carry out 
elements of the management program 
and if there is a compensation scheme 
or other incentives to benefit local 
communities that may be impacted by 
lion predation. We would also consider 
how a U.S. hunter’s participation in the 
hunting program contributes to the 
overall management of lions within a 
country. 

Management programs for P. l. 
melanochaita would be expected to 
address, but are not limited to, 
evaluating population levels and trends; 
the biological needs of the species; 
quotas; management practices; legal 
protection; local community 
involvement; and use of hunting fees for 

conservation. In evaluating these 
factors, we will work closely with the 
range countries and interested parties to 
obtain the information. By allowing 
entry into the United States of P. l. 
melanochaita trophies from range 
countries that have science-based 
management programs, we anticipate 
that other range countries would be 
encouraged to adopt and financially 
support the sustainable management of 
lions that benefits both the species and 
local communities. In addition to 
addressing the biological needs of the 
subspecies, a scientifically based 
management program would provide 
economic incentives for local 
communities to protect and expand P. l. 
melanochaita habitat. 

As stated, under this 4(d) rule any 
person wishing to conduct an otherwise 
prohibited activity, including all 
imports of P. l. melanochaita 
specimens, must first obtain a permit 
under 50 CFR 17.32. As with all permit 
applications submitted under 50 CFR 
17.32, the individual requesting 
authorization to import a sport-hunted 
trophy of P. l. melanochaita bears the 
burden of providing information in their 
application showing that the activity 
meets the requirements for issuance 
criteria under 50 CFR 17.32. In some 
cases for imports, such as sport-hunted 
trophies, it is not always possible for the 
applicant to provide all of the necessary 
information needed by the Service to 
make a positive determination under the 
Act to authorize the activity. For the 
import of sport-hunted trophies of P. l. 
melanochaita, the Service will typically 
consult with the range country to the 
extent practicable and other interested 
parties to obtain necessary information. 
The Service has the discretion to make 
the required findings on sport-hunted 
trophy imports of P. l. melanochaita on 
a country-wide basis, although 
individual import permits will be 
evaluated and issued or denied for each 
applicant. While the Service may make 
enhancement findings for sport-hunted 
trophy imports of P. l. melanochaita on 
a country-wide basis, the Service 
encourages the submission of 
information from individual applicants. 
We would rely on the information 
available to the Service and may rely on 
information from sources other than the 
applicant when making a permitting 
decision. 

Effects of This Rule 
This action revises the taxonomic 

classification of the Asiatic lion 
(currently classified as P. l. persica and 
listed as an endangered species under 
the Act) to P. l. leo based on a 
taxonomic change. This rule revises 50 

CFR 17.11(h) to add P. l. leo subspecies 
and the P. l. melanochaita subspecies to 
the List of Endangered and Threatened 
Wildlife as an endangered species and 
a threatened species, respectively. This 
rule establishes a 4(d) rule for P. l. 
melanochaita, which implements all of 
the prohibitions and exceptions under 
50 CFR 17.31 and 17.32 and requires a 
threatened species import permit under 
50 CFR 17.32 for the importation of all 
P. l. melanochaita specimens. Under the 
4(d) rule, the import exemption found 
in 50 CFR 17.8 for threatened wildlife 
listed in Appendix II of CITES does not 
apply to this subspecies. Therefore, 
through the promulgation of this 4(d) 
rule, the presumption of legality 
provided under section 9(c)(2) of the 
Act for the otherwise lawful importation 
of wildlife listed in Appendix II of 
CITES that is not an endangered species 
listed pursuant to section 4 of the Act 
does not apply to this subspecies (See: 
4(d) Rule for Panthera leo 
melanochaita). 

Available Conservation Measures 

Conservation measures provided to 
species listed as endangered or 
threatened under the Act include 
recognition of conservation status, 
requirements for Federal protection, and 
prohibitions against certain practices. 
Recognition through listing encourages 
and results in public awareness and 
conservation actions by Federal and 
State governments in the United States, 
foreign governments, private agencies 
and groups, and individuals. 

Section 7(a) of the Act, as amended, 
and as implemented by regulations at 50 
CFR part 402, requires Federal agencies 
to evaluate their actions that are to be 
conducted within the United States or 
upon the high seas, with respect to any 
species that is proposed to be listed or 
is listed as endangered or threatened. 
Because P. l. leo and P. l. melanochaita 
are not native to the United States, no 
critical habitat is being proposed for 
designation with this rule. Regulations 
implementing the interagency 
cooperation provision of the Act are 
codified at 50 CFR part 402. Section 
7(a)(2) of the Act requires Federal 
agencies to ensure that activities they 
authorize, fund, or carry out are not 
likely to jeopardize the continued 
existence of a listed species or to 
destroy or adversely modify its critical 
habitat. If a proposed Federal action 
may adversely affect a listed species, the 
responsible Federal agency must enter 
into formal consultation with the 
Service. Currently, with respect to the 
lion, no Federal activities are known 
that would require consultation. 
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Section 8(a) of the Act authorizes the 
provision of limited financial assistance 
for the development and management of 
programs that the Secretary of the 
Interior determines to be necessary or 
useful for the conservation of 
endangered or threatened species in 
foreign countries. Sections 8(b) and 8(c) 
of the Act authorize the Secretary to 
encourage conservation programs for 
foreign listed species, and to provide 
assistance for such programs, in the 
form of personnel and the training of 
personnel. 

Section 9 of the Act and our 
implementing regulations at 50 CFR 
17.21 and 50 CFR 17.31 set forth a series 
of general prohibitions that apply to all 
endangered and threatened wildlife, 
respectively, except where a 4(d) rule 
applies to threatened wildlife, in which 
case the 4(d) rule contains all the 
applicable prohibitions and exceptions. 
Under the 4(d) rule for P. l. 
melanochaita, all of the prohibitions 
under 50 CFR 17.31 apply to P. l. 
melanochaita specimens. These 
prohibitions, at 50 CFR 17.21 and 17.31, 
in part, make it illegal for any person 
subject to the jurisdiction of the United 
States to ‘‘take’’ (includes harass, harm, 
pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, 
capture, or to attempt any of these) 
within the United States or upon the 
high seas; import or export; deliver, 
receive, carry, transport, or ship in 
interstate or foreign commerce, by any 
means whatsoever, in the course of 
commercial activity; or sell or offer for 
sale in interstate or foreign commerce 
any lion specimens. It also is illegal to 
possess, sell, deliver, carry, transport, or 
ship any such wildlife that has been 
taken in violation of the Act. Permits 
may be issued to carry out otherwise 
prohibited activities involving 
endangered and threatened wildlife 
species under certain circumstances. 
Regulations governing permits for 
endangered species, such as P. l. leo, are 
codified at 50 CFR 17.22. Regulations 
governing permits for threatened 
species, such as P. l. melanochaita, are 
codified at 50 CFR 17.32. Certain 
exceptions apply to agents of the 
Service and State conservation agencies. 

Summary of Comments and 
Recommendations 

We based this action on a review of 
the best scientific and commercial 
information available, including all 
information received during the public 
comment period. In the October 2014 
proposed rule, we requested that all 
interested parties submit information 
that might contribute to development of 
a final rule. We also contacted 
appropriate scientific experts and 

organizations and invited them to 
comment on the proposed listing. We 
received tens of thousands of comments. 

We reviewed all comments we 
received from the public for substantive 
issues and new information regarding 
the proposed listing of this species, and 
we address those comments below. 
Overall, most commenters supported 
the proposed listing, but did not provide 
additional scientific or commercial data 
for consideration. We have not included 
responses to comments that supported 
the listing decision but did not provide 
specific information for consideration. 
Most of the commenters that did not 
support the proposed listing were 
affiliated with the trophy hunting 
industry and opposed the rule due to 
potential impacts on importing trophies. 
These comments are addressed below. 

Peer Review 
In accordance with our policy 

published on July 1, 1994 (59 FR 
34270), we solicited expert opinions 
from ten individuals with scientific 
expertise that included familiarity with 
the species, the geographic region in 
which wild members of the species 
occur, and conservation biology 
principles. We received responses from 
five of the peer reviewers from whom 
we requested comments. The peer 
reviewers generally supported our rule; 
however, they provided updated 
information on taxonomy, current 
population estimates, and population 
trends. They also found our analysis of 
some of the threats to be inaccurate. 
Specifically, they provided comments 
and additional information on loss of 
prey base, trophy hunting, infanticide, 
corruption, and trade in lion bones. In 
some cases, a correction is indicated in 
the citations by ‘‘personal 
communication’’ (pers. comm.), which 
could indicate either an email or 
telephone conversation; in other cases, 
the research citation is provided. 

Peer Reviewer Comments 
(1) Comment: Several peer reviewers 

commented on our section of the 
proposed rule regarding the taxonomic 
classification of lion. These peer 
reviewers confirmed that the IUCN Cat 
Specialist Group recommended a two- 
subspecies classification: Panthera leo 
leo for lions of India and western and 
central Africa, and P. l. melanochaita 
for lions in eastern and southern Africa. 

Our Response: We have reviewed the 
2015 IUCN Red List Assessment for the 
lion, which proposes the new 
classification as recommended by the 
IUCN Cat Specialist Group, and the 
genetic studies supporting this 
classification. We found this 

information to be the best available 
scientific and commercial information; 
therefore, we have accepted this 
taxonomic change and incorporated this 
decision into this document under the 
Taxonomy section of this document. As 
a result, our assessment is of the status 
of the lion species (both P. l. leo and P. 
l. melanochaita), including the lion 
population in India. 

(2) Comment: Several peer reviewers 
provided updated information on 
population estimates and trends. Based 
on a time trend analysis of scientific 
census data for 46 well-monitored 
populations, an overall 43 percent 
decline in lion populations across 
Africa was inferred. Furthermore, 
regional trends emerged, showing that, 
while populations in southern African 
increased by 22 percent, populations in 
eastern and western and central Africa 
combined decreased by 57 percent and 
66 percent, respectively. The peer 
reviewers also indicated that the actual 
number of lions in Africa is much lower 
than previous estimates. Application of 
regional trends to lion estimates made 
in 2002 resulted in an estimate of fewer 
than 20,000 lions, a significant 
difference from the previous estimate of 
32,000. 

Our Response: We considered this 
information and note that this 
information was also included in the 
IUCN Red List Assessment for the lion. 
Information on population estimates 
and trends was incorporated into the 
Species Information section of this 
document. Assessment of this 
information led us, in part, to conclude 
that the status of the lion is more serious 
than previously indicated, especially in 
the western and central regions of Africa 
(P. l. leo). 

(3) Comment: One peer reviewer 
commented that the section on prey loss 
does not address the issue of prey loss 
in protected areas where most lions 
occur. 

Our Response: The peer reviewer 
provided a list of literature on the 
patterns and trends of prey loss in 
protected areas that were recently or are 
currently occupied by lions. We have 
reviewed these articles and have 
incorporated the findings in this 
document (under Loss of Prey Base). 
This information did not change our 
determination, but rather further 
supported our determination that prey 
loss has occurred throughout the 
African range countries and is one of the 
major threats to lion. 

(4) Comment: One peer reviewer 
stated that although most lions in Africa 
persist inside protected areas, the 
majority of the protected areas should 
be uninhabited by humans; therefore, 
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only prides located at the edge of these 
protected areas should come into 
conflict with humans. Because the 
proportion of lions subjected to conflict 
with humans is small, it is wrong to 
state that the greatest threat to lions in 
Africa is human-lion conflict. 

Our Response: We have considered 
the peer reviewer’s comments and have 
altered our discussion of threats to lions 
from human-lion conflict by clarifying 
that it is the lions that persist at the 
boundary, or just outside, of protected 
areas that are most subjected to this 
threat. This information did not change 
our determination; human-lion conflict 
remains a threat to lion persistence. 

(5) Comment: Three peer reviewers 
indicated that our assessment of 
corruption within lion range countries 
was not realistic; that corruption in 
most of Africa is extensive and 
worsening. They pointed out oversights 
and errors pertaining to this subject in 
our proposed rule and provided 
additional citations on the topic. 

Our Response: We reexamined the 
information available to us during the 
drafting of the proposed rule and 
reviewed information in additional 
citations, and agree that our section on 
corruption did not accurately reflect 
corruption in lion range countries. 
Based on peer reviewer comments and 
available information, we have revised 
this section accordingly. 

(6) Comment: Two peer reviewers and 
three NGO stakeholders indicated 
concern that trade in lion parts, 
particularly lion bone, from Africa to 
Asia may pose a potential threat to the 
species. 

Our Response: We agree and have 
revised this rule to include information 
on the lion bone trade. 

(7) Comment: A peer reviewer 
identified inaccuracies in our review of 
information on traditional use of lion 
parts and products in west and central 
Africa, and also indicated that trade in 
lion parts and products is very common 
in these regions. 

Our Response: We appreciate the peer 
reviewer’s input. We reviewed the 
available information and revised the 
section of this rule pertaining to 
traditional use of lion parts and 
products in west and central Africa 
accordingly. 

(8) Comment: One peer reviewer 
questioned whether ‘‘any lion 
specimen’’ referred to in the 4(d) rule 
would include Asiatic lion and/or 
scientific samples. 

Our Response: The 4(d) rule applies 
only to the threatened subspecies, P. l. 
melanochaita. Scientific samples of P. l. 
melanochaita will require permits 
pursuant to 50 CFR 17.32. The former 

Asiatic lion (Panthera leo persica) is 
now classified as Panthera leo leo 
which is now listed as endangered 
under the Act. Scientific samples of P. 
l. leo will require permits pursuant to 50 
CFR 17.22. 

(9) Comment: Several peer reviewers 
commented that the information 
provided in the proposed rule regarding 
quotas and offtake trends was incorrect; 
specifically, several peer reviewers 
noted several publications pertinent to 
quotas that should be re-examined and 
more thoroughly discussed. 

Our Response: We reexamined the 
information available to us during the 
drafting of the proposed rule and 
reviewed the citations provided during 
the public comment period. We 
consider these publications to be the 
best available science regarding quota 
setting in the interim while other 
strategies are more fully developed (i.e. 
age-based strategies, adaptive 
management systems, etc.). We have 
revised this section to include more 
discussion accordingly. 

(10) Comment: Several peer reviewers 
provided additional information on 
country-specific management trends; 
specifically, information was provided 
on the progress of the commitment to 
and implementation of the age-based 
strategy. 

Our Response: We appreciate the peer 
reviewers input and have incorporated 
this information into the section of the 
rule accordingly. 

(11) Comment: One peer reviewer 
commented that, although species 
experts do generally support trophy 
hunting as a management tool, 
additional discussion was needed 
regarding the recommended reforms 
species experts submitted during the 
drafting of the proposed rule. 

Our Response: We reexamined the 
recommendations as provided by 
species experts and agree that additional 
discussion was needed. We have 
incorporated the additional discussion 
in the section as appropriate. 

(12) Comment: Four of the peer 
reviewers commented that although 
species experts support trophy hunting 
as a management tool, it needs to be 
conducted in a sustainable manner that 
would require reforms to the current 
practices. Peer reviewers stated that the 
quotas set throughout most range states 
are above sustainable levels (Packer et 
al. 2011) and that quotas should be 
science-based and sustainable. 

Our Response: We agree that current 
quotas are currently set higher than 
those recommended by Packer et al. 
(2011). Species experts recommend the 
implementation of an adaptive 
management quota system that would 

ensure quotas would be based on the 
best available science. We have revised 
this section accordingly. 

(13) Comment: Several peer reviewers 
commented that the information 
provided in the proposed rule regarding 
quotas and offtake trends was incorrect; 
several of the peer reviewers provided 
additional information (and citations) 
on country-specific quota trends, 
current quotas, and offtake trends. One 
peer reviewer noted that clarification 
was needed regarding the difference 
between quotas and offtake rates. 
Additionally, two peer reviewers 
provided additional information on 
moratoriums in two of the range 
countries. 

Our Response: We reexamined the 
information available to us during the 
drafting of the proposed rule and 
reviewed information in additional 
citations provided during the public 
comment period. We agree that 
clarification was needed, and, based 
upon peer review comments and 
additional information, we have revised 
this section accordingly. 

(14) Comment: One peer reviewer 
commented that lion trophy hunting 
could remain as an additive threat if 
hunting reforms are not implemented 
and suggested that ‘‘USFWS and 
equivalent bodies in the EU and 
elsewhere could mediate such reforms 
by imposing reduced quotas, best 
practices and the adherence to age 
restrictions on countries wishing to 
export trophies.’’ 

Our Response: It is not appropriate to 
establish specific criteria, such as a set 
quota number, in this final rule because 
this may not allow for the countries to 
implement an adaptive management 
strategy based on the current status of 
the species within the country. During 
the public comment period we received 
new information regarding infanticide 
and the effects of hunting younger male 
lions on pride structure. Therefore, we 
agree with the peer reviewer that the 
Service is in a position to proactively 
engage with countries to assure 
exported trophies fulfill minimum age 
requirements, and we will consider 
these factors in making our 
enhancement findings. 

(15) Comment: Two peer reviewers 
stated that populations in West and 
Central Africa are small and isolated, 
and, as a result, sustainable offtake was 
not possible. Several peer reviewers also 
provided additional information and 
citations on documented lion 
population declines resulting from 
excessive lion quotas and poor 
management of trophy hunting. 

Our Response: We reexamined the 
information available to us during the 
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drafting of the proposed rule and 
reviewed the citations provided during 
the public comment period. We have 
incorporated the new information 
accordingly. 

(16) Comment: One peer reviewer 
commented that our review of 
infanticide as a result of trophy hunting 
was incomplete and provided additional 
literature and citation on the subject for 
our consideration. 

Our Response: We agree that 
additional discussion was appropriate 
regarding the impacts of infanticide, 
including a review of the new studies 
provided on evolutionary adaptions and 
impacts of subadult early dispersal on 
the species. We agree that infanticide 
and associated factors relating to trophy 
hunting of males may have additive 
impacts on the decline of certain 
populations. Therefore, we have 
incorporated this information into our 
final rule. 

Public Comments 

(17) Comment: One commenter noted 
that there are very few reliable or 
scientifically credible lion population 
surveys in Africa and as a result, quotas 
are not scientifically derived. 
Additionally, the commenter noted that 
quota allocations are largely based upon 
concession operators’ opinions. 

Our Response: We consider Packer et 
al. (2011) to be the best available science 
regarding quota setting in the interim 
while other strategies are more fully 
developed (i.e., age-based strategies, 
adaptive management systems, etc.). We 
have re-examined information provided 
during the development of the proposed 
rule and reviewed new information 
provided during the public comment 
period on quotas, scientific quota 
development, and adaptive quota 
management systems. As a result, we 
have incorporated this information into 
our rule accordingly. 

(18) Comment: One commenter noted 
that the proposed rule addressed only 
CITES Trade Data exports under the 
‘‘trophy’’ category and that many are 
exported under the ‘‘skins’’ category. 

Our Response: We have reviewed the 
U.S. imports of ‘‘skins’’ for 2013 and 
have incorporated this information into 
our rule. 

(19) Comment: One commenter states 
that lion trophies exported are almost 
exclusively males and subadult males, 
and as such, are targeted by hunters at 
unsustainable levels. Additionally, the 
commenters note that the situation of 
harvesting males from neighboring 
protected areas would not be expected 
to occur if the males were being 
harvested at sustainable levels. 

Our Response: We agree that if 
hunting concessions maintained 
sustainable levels of harvest, the 
situation of harvesting males from 
neighboring protected areas would not 
be expected to occur. Species experts 
have recommended best practices for 
sustainable development of quotas and 
offtake (Packer et al. 2011, p. 151) while 
other methods are developed (adaptive 
quota management based upon 
scientific data with an enforceable 
monitoring program, (Lindsey et al. 
(2013a, pp. 8–9) and Hunter et al. (2013, 
unpaginated)); these recommended 
reforms have been incorporated as 
appropriate. Additionally, based on 
information provided during the public 
comment period, there currently is no 
level of offtake that would be 
sustainable in West and Central Africa 
at this time. We have incorporated this 
information into our rule. For Panthera 
leo melanochaita, we have developed a 
4(d) rule and clarified factors we will 
consider when making an enhancement 
finding for importation of sport-hunted 
trophies of P. l. melanochaita (see 4(d) 
Rule for Panthera leo melanochaita, 
above). 

(20) Comment: Several commenters 
stated that populations in West and 
Central Africa are small and isolated 
and as a result, sustainable offtake was 
not possible. Several commenters also 
provided additional information and 
citations on documented lion 
population declines resulting from 
excessive lion quotas and poor 
management of trophy hunting. 

Our Response: We reexamined the 
information available to us during the 
drafting of the proposed rule and 
reviewed the citations provided during 
the public comment period. With the 
new population estimates, in 
combination with the literature and 
citations provided during the public 
comment period, we agree that given the 
current state of the populations in West 
and Central Africa (Panthera leo leo), 
sustainable offtake is not possible. As a 
result, we have found that, in their 
current condition, sustainable offtake 
for Panthera leo leo is not possible. 
Therefore, we find that trophy hunting 
does rise to a level of threat for Panthera 
leo leo. We have incorporated the new 
information accordingly. 

(21) Comment: Several range 
countries provided additional 
information on their progress in 
implementing the best recommended 
practices and reforms as outlined by 
species experts. 

Our Response: We appreciate the 
information provided by the range 
countries. We have incorporated 
relevant portions of this information 

into our rule accordingly. It should be 
noted, however, that, with this finding, 
Panthera leo leo meets our definition of 
an endangered species and, therefore, 
will be subject to the provisions and 
regulations of the Act for endangered 
species. Import of sport-hunted trophies 
of Panthera leo melanochaita will 
require issuance of a threatened species 
import permit under 50 CFR 17.32, 
which will require an enhancement 
finding (see 4(d) Rule for Panthera leo 
melanochaita, above). 

(22) Comment: One commenter noted 
that, although the proposed rule offers 
concrete examples of the role of trophy 
hunting in lion conservation, the 
proposal offers only limited support of 
trophy hunting benefits. Additionally, 
one commenter notes that the hunting 
community has been a leader in lion 
conservation in terms of habitat 
conservation and states that the success 
of certain populations is largely in part 
to contributions from the hunting 
community. 

Our Response: Based on information 
received during the formation of the 
proposed rule and based on additional 
information received during the public 
comment period, we agree that trophy 
hunting, if managed in a sustainable and 
scientific manner, can provide benefits 
to both local communities as well as to 
lion conservation. We also agree that 
trophy hunting has conserved a 
considerable portion of lion habitat. 
However, species experts have 
identified several areas across the range 
of the species where hunting has 
contributed to the decline of lion 
populations. Species experts have 
outlined these flaws and have 
developed and introduced several 
recommended reforms to assure that 
offtake is sustainable and scientific. We 
have incorporated these key issues and 
the recommended reforms into this rule 
as appropriate. Although we 
acknowledge the role trophy hunting 
has played in lion conservation, we also 
have reviewed additional literature 
provided that documents the decline of 
lion populations as a result of 
mismanaged trophy hunting. At this 
time, based on information received 
during the public comment period, 
based on the current trends of lion 
populations in West and Central Africa 
(Panthera leo leo), experts suggest that 
there is no level of offtake that is 
considered sustainable in these regions. 
Regardless, import of sport-hunted 
trophies of Panthera leo leo will require 
issuance of an endangered species 
import permit under 50 CFR 17.22, 
which will require an enhancement 
finding. Import of sport-hunted trophies 
of Panthera leo melanochaita will 
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require issuance of a threatened species 
import permit under 50 CFR 17.32, 
which will require an enhancement 
finding (see 4(d) Rule for Panthera leo 
melanochaita, above). 

(23) Comment: Several commenters 
noted that excessive lion quotas and 
offtake was the primary driver for 
declines in lion abundance. 

Our Response: We reviewed the new 
literature provided and agree that the 
excessive offtake contributed to the 
decline of some lion populations 
throughout their range. We have 
incorporated this information into our 
rule and addressed the recommended 
reforms as provided by Hunter et al. 
(2013, entire) and Lindsey (2013a, pp. 
8–9). 

(24) Comment: Several commenters 
noted that current practices, unless 
reformed according to best 
recommendations, should be considered 
a potential threat to lion. Species 
experts recommend a maximum 
science-based offtake of no more than 
<1 lion/2,000 km2 of hunting block until 
age restrictions are enforced. 

Our Response: We have reexamined 
information provided during the 
formation of the proposed rule and have 
reviewed new literature submitted 
during the public comment period 
regarding the best scientific information 
available regarding quota setting for 
lions. We agree and have incorporated 
this information in our rule as 
appropriate. 

(25) Comment: Three commenters 
provided additional information on the 
biological impacts of trophy hunting. 
New information was provided 
regarding (1) the evolutionary impacts 
of selective removal of specimens 
displaying key traits; (2) biological and 
genetic results of infanticide as it relates 
to subadult dispersal and survival; and 
(3) the role of adult male range and 
dispersal requirements in genetic 
variation and isolated populations. 

Our Response: We reexamined the 
information available to us during the 
drafting of the proposed rule and 
reviewed the citations and peer review 
input provided during the public 
comment period. We agree that 
additional discussion was required 
regarding the impacts of infanticide, 
including a review of the studies the 
commenters submitted. We agree that 
infanticide and associated factors 
relating to trophy hunting of males may 
have additive impacts on the decline of 
certain populations. Therefore, we have 
incorporated this information into our 
final rule. 

(26) Comment: Several commenters 
noted that many range countries are in 
the process of reforming their lion 

hunting regulations. Other commenters 
note that these reforms have only been 
fully implemented in some countries 
and additional reforms are needed 
throughout the range. An additional 
commenter noted that the information 
presented in the proposed rule on range 
countries implementation of best 
practices is overly optimistic with 
regard to what has actually been 
achieved. 

Our Response: Several commenters 
provided updates regarding the progress 
of range countries’ reforms to hunting 
regulations. Although multiple 
countries have begun to implement the 
reforms as outlined in this document, 
only two locations (Mozambique, in 
Niassa Reserve, and Zimbabwe) have 
fully implemented the process and are 
completely transparent. However, many 
countries are still in the earliest stages 
of implementation, and their progress is 
still pending. After a review of this 
information, we concur that most range 
countries have multiple barriers (e.g. 
corruption and poverty) that will have 
to be addressed concurrently with the 
establishment of a transparent and 
scientific-based, adaptive management 
system. This information has been 
incorporated into the rule. Import of 
sport-hunted trophies of Panthera leo 
melanochaita, will require issuance of a 
threatened species import permit under 
50 CFR 17.32, which will require an 
enhancement finding (see 4(d) Rule for 
Panthera leo melanochaita, above). 

(27) Comment: One commenter noted 
that recent scientific knowledge has 
established that hunting males aged five 
and older does not affect lion 
population dynamics. 

Our Response: We have reviewed the 
literature provided and have 
incorporated the recommended strategy 
into our rule. Whitman et al. (2004, pp. 
175–177) found that if offtake is 
restricted to males older than 6 years of 
age, then trophy hunting will likely 
have minimal impact on the pride’s 
social structure and young. Restricting 
offtake to males over 6 years of age will 
decrease the frequency of male- 
takeovers, and reduce the potential for 
infanticide and delayed infanticide by 
allowing younger males a chance to sire 
and raise a cohort of young, and by 
allowing the subadults to stay within 
their pride longer (thus allowing them 
to mature prior to dispersal) (Elliot 
2014, p. 1054; Packer et al. 2006, p. 6). 

(28) Comment: One commenter stated 
that the validity of the so-called 6-year 
age approach has been questioned. 

Our Response: The 6-year approach is 
a relatively new development based on 
research conducted by Whitman (2004, 
p. 175–177). Like all new concepts, 

technical issues will arise during the 
implementation phase. Species experts 
have been working through these issues 
by providing research and outreach 
materials detailing the most current 
aging techniques, and by providing 
training to concession operators and 
communities (Begg and Begg 2010, pp. 
8, 14; Packer and Whitman 2006, 
entire). We anticipate additional 
research will emerge as this strategy is 
implemented across the species range. 

(29) Comment: Several commenters 
noted that the existing age limit for ‘old 
males’ is not enforced. 

Our Response: Enforcement of 
wildlife crime continues to be an issue 
for many countries in Africa as 
evidenced by the rising rate of poaching 
epidemics and corruption across the 
African continent. Enforcement of 
trophy hunting regulations across the 
range of the species is a critical issue. 
Currently, only two places within the 
African continent have completely 
implemented the recommendations as 
set forth in this rule. Several other 
countries have committed to 
implementing this strategy, but their 
progress is currently pending. We must 
note here that enforcement is complex; 
it is only one component of a multi- 
tiered regulatory system. Successful 
enforcement will rely on a variety of 
other factors related to management. 
Countries will have to address 
corruption in order to ensure their 
monitoring and management systems 
are transparent. 

(30) Comment: During the public 
comment period, several commenters 
expressed concern that local 
communities do not actually benefit 
from the revenue derived from trophy 
hunting. Specifically, comments were 
focused on three issues (see Potential 
Impacts of Trophy Hunting): (1) 
Corruption of concession operators and 
corrupt practices surrounding 
concession allocation prevent local 
communities from benefitting from 
trophy derived revenue; (2) financial 
contributions to local communities from 
trophy hunting is often exaggerated and 
bears little connection to conservation 
of the species (local communities 
receive only 3–5 percent of revenues); 
and (3) that benefits have never been 
independently evaluated and 
communities involved in hunting 
concessions have not been adequately 
surveyed as to their satisfaction of land 
use for trophy hunting. 

Our Response: Corruption occurs 
throughout the range of the species, and 
it likely has an impact on the actual 
benefits received by local communities. 
Although many countries have 
incorporated incentives into their 
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trophy hunting policies, land 
management policies, and national lion 
action strategies, most countries are still 
in the earliest stages of implementing 
the strategies discussed in the rule. 
Therefore, we have incorporated this 
information into our final rule. 

(31) Comment: One commenter stated 
that there is no evidence to support that 
trophy hunting might provide sufficient 
money to motivate communities in 
hunting regions to protect lions against 
other threats such as retaliatory killings 
for livestock losses. 

Our Response: Although there is 
limited data on the motivations of 
individuals who kill lions (see Hazzah 
2013), we recognize that human-lion 
conflict resulting in retaliatory killing is 
a major threat. Although not the only 
mechanism for increasing tolerance, 
incentives are an important aspect of 
changing individuals’ perceptions of 
lions, especially for communities who 
live close to lion populations. 
According to Packer et al. (2011, p. 152, 
citing e.g., Baker 1997, Hurt and Ravn 
2000, Child 2004, Lindsey et al. 2006, 
and Dickson et al. 2009), ‘‘trophy 
hunting has been considered essential 
for providing economic incentives to 
conserve large carnivores.’’ For 
example, Kenya banned trophy hunting 
in 1977 due to questionable ethics and 
poor management. Since then, ‘‘wildlife 
populations outside of parks have 
declined by at least 60%, due partly to 
the inability of local people to benefit 
from wildlife’’ (Lindsey et al. 2006, 
citing Child, 2000, 2005). 

Recently, Hazzah et al. (2014, entire) 
conducted research in Kenya in the 
Amboseli ecosystem, where it was 
estimated that 55 percent of lion killings 
were retaliatory in nature. In this area, 
two programs are used to provide 
incentives to locals to prevent these 
types of killing. First, there is a Predator 
Compensation Fund (PCF) wherein 
local people are compensated for 
depredated livestock and the system is 
carefully designed with a system of 
verification processes, payments, and 
violation penalties (2014, p. 852). 
Second, the Lion Guardians (LG) 
program uses traditional techniques to 
incorporate community value and belief 
systems to improve local perceptions. 
According to Hazzah et al. (2014, pp. 
857–858), compensation alone showed a 
73 percent reduction in lion killing. 
Combining this with the LG program (in 
2007) further reduced the decline by 91 
percent (less than one killed per year). 
Hazzah et al. estimated that the PFC 
program cost an estimated $250,000 
USD annually and employed 30 
community members. The LG program 
was estimated to have cost $140,000 

USD annually and employed 38 
community members. It is important to 
note, however, that the authors are 
uncertain regarding the sustainability of 
long-term payments and questioned 
what would happen if the compensation 
stopped. In other countries within the 
range of lion, systems like these are not 
necessarily in place. Experts believe the 
revenue from trophy hunting, if well 
managed in a transparent way, could 
potentially fund similar programs 
throughout the species’ range, thus 
reducing retaliatory killings and 
benefitting the local population 
simultaneously. 

(32) Comment: One commenter 
suggested non-consumptive uses such 
as eco-tourism could provide the 
promise of sustainable enterprise. 

Our Response: We agree in part, but 
ecotourism and the trophy hunting 
community need to come together to 
support the African countries in lion 
conservation. Non-consumptive uses of 
wildlife such as eco-tourism have been 
practiced in many regions throughout 
Africa. Lindsey et al. (2007, entire) 
studied viewing preferences among 
visitors in protected areas in South 
Africa. Most tourists, especially first- 
time and foreign visitors, were generally 
focused on charismatic mega-species 
that are generally confined to protected 
areas; African visitors had more interest 
in bird and plant diversity, scenery, and 
other rare species. Lindsey et al. (2007) 
acknowledge that ecotourism may align 
with conservation objectives and 
provide incentives for the development 
of tour operations geared away from the 
‘big five.’ However, ecotourism as a 
replacement to trophy hunting will have 
to be researched further. Information 
provided by Hunter et al. (2013, 
unpaginated citing Norton-Griffiths 
2007) indicates that ‘‘a significant 
portion of the land where trophy 
hunting occurs is unlikely to be viable 
for alternate wildlife-based land uses 
such as photo- or ecotourism due to 
remoteness, lack of infrastructure 
including integration in established 
tourism circuits, lack of spectacular 
scenery or lack of high densities of 
viewable wildlife.’’ Additionally, 
according to Hunter et al. (2013, 
unpaginated citing Packer et al. 2007; 
Groom 2013, pp. 2–3) ecotourism is 
highly dependent on political stability. 
As a result, ecotourism is unlikely to be 
able to provide the revenue potential 
that is currently associated with trophy 
hunting, although we agree there is 
potential for growth in this industry. 

(33) Comment: Several commenters 
state that hunting is able to generate 
revenues for a larger proportion of areas 
that are unsuitable for ecotourism (e.g., 

remote areas lacking infrastructure, 
attractive scenery, or high densities of 
viewable wildlife). Additionally, the 
commenters state that trophy hunting 
revenue provides a means of preserving 
natural habitat despite strong pressure 
to convert habitat into agriculture or 
rangelands. 

Our Response: We agree that trophy 
hunting revenue provides conservation 
value at many levels, especially in terms 
of lion habitat, conservation programs, 
anti-poaching programs, equipment, and 
poaching patrols. However, lion experts 
have documented the decline of many 
populations of lion resulting from 
mismanagement of trophy hunting 
(Rosenblatt et al. 2014, p. entire; 
Sogbohossou et al. 2014, entire; Becker 
et al. 2013, entire; Lindsey et al. 2013, 
entire; Croes et al. 2011, entire; Packer 
2011, entire; Loveridge et al. 2007, 
entire). Additionally, the high revenue 
potential associated with trophy 
hunting makes it a target for corruption. 
As a result, we have reviewed the 
recommended best practices as 
provided by species experts to 
encourage countries to establish a 
transparent, science-based, adaptive 
quota management system. Import of 
sport-hunted trophies of Panthera leo 
leo will require issuance of an 
endangered species import permit under 
50 CFR 17.22, which will require an 
enhancement finding. Import of sport- 
hunted trophies of Panthera leo 
melanochaita will require issuance of a 
threatened species import permit under 
50 CFR 17.32, which will require an 
enhancement finding (see 4(d) Rule for 
Panthera leo melanochaita, above). 

(34) Comment: One commenter noted 
that that the estimates of revenue from 
trophy hunting presented in the 
proposed rule were not believed to be 
the best scientific information available. 
Specifically, they questioned the 
objectivity of one source (Jackson 2013) 
and provided additional information 
analyzing Lindsey et al. (2012a). 

Our Response: The new literature 
provided by the commenter (Campbell 
2012, entire) identifies some analysis 
and data flaws in Lindsey (2012a). We 
have reviewed the information 
presented and updated this rule using 
the best available scientific information. 
We have removed information we used 
from Jackson (2013) and Lindsey et al. 
(2012) and rely upon information from 
Groom (2013) and Barnett and Patterson 
(2005), which was also presented in the 
proposed rule. 

(35) Comment: One commenter noted 
that the discussion as presented in the 
proposed rule was biased toward the 
hunting industry and did not discuss 
the body of research documenting the 
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potential negative impacts of trophy 
hunting. A peer reviewer requested a 
more thorough discussion be included 
to address (1) the major flaws in current 
management practices, and (2) 
recommendations for how these issues 
can be addressed to account for 
sustainability. 

Our Response: We reexamined the 
information available to us during the 
drafting of the proposed rule and 
reviewed the citations and peer review 
input provided during the public 
comment period. As a result, we have 
incorporated this information into the 
rule. 

(36) Comment: Three range countries 
provided information on the occurrence 
of human-lion conflict. All three 
countries indicated that human-lion 
conflict is a serious problem. 

Our Response: We incorporated this 
information into our discussion of 
human-lion conflict. The information 
further supported our conclusion that 
human-lion conflict constitutes a threat 
to lion persistence. 

(37) Comment: One commenter agrees 
that human-lion conflict is a threat to 
remaining lion populations, but asserts 
that it does not constitute a level of 
threat in eastern and southern Africa to 
warrant a listing under the Act. The 
commenter further asserts that the lion 
has been secured from the negative 
impacts of human-lion conflict where 
90 percent of its population exists and 
that human-lion conflict can be 
controlled and reduced. 

Our Response: We agree that there are 
populations of lions where adequate 
management has reduced the 
occurrence and impacts of human-lion 
conflict. However, the best available 
information indicates that retaliatory 
killing is a rangewide occurrence, and 
given the limited number of lions 
remaining, any loss of lions to 
retaliatory killing, or other actions, can 
have a detrimental impact on the 
species. 

(38) Comment: One commenter 
disagreed with our conclusion that 
disease was not a significant threat to 
the lion and provided additional 
information on FIV, bTB, and CDV and 
discussed difficulties in determining the 
role of disease in lion mortality. The 
commenter requested that we reconsider 
our determination based on 
consequences of diseases to the immune 
system. 

Our Response: As mentioned in their 
comment, the role of disease in lion 
mortality and reproductive potential is 
almost completely unknown in lion 
populations. Except for a few 
populations that have been studied, 
there are no estimates of the number of 

lions lost to diseases. Some populations 
were able to recover to pre-outbreak 
levels, but for others, factors such as an 
inbred population prevented 
populations from recovering to pre- 
outbreak levels. We found no 
information indicating the loss of lions 
to disease is a significant driver of the 
status to the species. However, we 
acknowledge that diseases can debilitate 
rather than cause mortality, but 
debilitation may cause an individual to 
succumb to other factors. Furthermore, 
due to the prevalence of some diseases 
in lion populations and current stressors 
on lions, it is likely that disease 
contributes to lion mortality. The 
information provided by the commenter 
did not alter our finding that disease is 
not a significant threat to the species; 
however, we have altered the discussion 
of disease to clarify that disease is a 
secondary factor that is exacerbated by 
other threats the lion faces. 

(39) Comment: Several commenters 
stated that climate change has a 
detrimental impact on the species and 
that the Service did not incorporate 
recent climate trend data into our 
analysis. 

Our Response: We have incorporated 
climate change data and its effect on the 
species into our analysis. 

(40) Comment: One commenter 
specifically commented that the 4(d) 
rule is appropriate and needed for the 
conservation of the species. A second 
commenter applauded the Service for 
recognizing the importance of regulated 
hunting and the conservation of the 
African lion and the need for a system 
that allows U.S. hunters to import 
trophies. 

Our Response: The Service agrees that 
the 4(d) rule is necessary and advisable 
for the conservation of the subspecies P. 
l. melanochaita. The Service has 
recognized that a well-managed, 
scientifically based hunting program 
can provide for the conservation of a 
species and benefit local communities. 
By establishing the 4(d) rule that 
encourages range countries to effectively 
manage their lion populations, U.S. 
hunters can continue to contribute to 
the long-term conservation of the 
subspecies. 

(41) Comment: Four commenters 
stated that the Service lacks the 
authority to rebut the Act’s section 
9(c)(2) with a blanket finding applicable 
to lions throughout Africa, for an 
indefinite time period. Section 9(c)(2) 
states that any importation shall ‘‘be 
presumed to be an importation not in 
violation’’ of any provision of the Act or 
implementing regulation for species not 
listed as endangered but listed on 
Appendix II of CITES. The commenters 

stated that African lions, because they 
are currently listed in CITES Appendix 
II, would be covered by the presumption 
provided by section 9(c)(2) if they are 
listed as threatened. One of the 
commenters noted a disparity between 
the 4(d) rule for lions and a 4(d) rule for 
another species that was commonly 
hunted. This commenter felt that 
because both species are listed in 
Appendix II of CITES that their 
treatment under the Act should be 
similar. 

Our Response: While there has been 
question as to whether section 9(c)(2) of 
the Act might automatically require 
allowing the importation of a species 
that is both listed as threatened and in 
Appendix II, and preclude the issuance 
of more restrictive 4(d) rules covering 
importation, the Service has concluded 
that such 4(d) rules may be issued to 
provide for the conservation of the 
involved species. Section 9(c)(2) does 
not expressly refer to threatened species 
or prevent the issuance of appropriate 
4(d) rules and could not logically have 
been intended to allow for an 
international convention to override 
U.S. law, where there is reliable 
evidence to affect the presumption of 
validity. Finally, the term ‘‘presumed’’ 
implies that the established 
presumption is rebuttable under certain 
circumstances, including through the 
promulgation of a protective regulation 
pursuant to section 4(d) of the Act. 

(42) Comment: Two commenters 
stated that, even if the Service had the 
authority to promulgate a regulation that 
establishes the manner in which African 
lions are imported, it cannot use the 
regulation to essentially shift to the 
hunter/importer the burden of proving 
enhancement or survival of the species 
criteria. 

Our Response: The burden of showing 
that an ‘‘otherwise prohibited activity’’ 
meets the issuance criteria under 50 
CFR 17.32 is on the applicant. In some 
cases for imports, such as sport-hunted 
trophies, it is not always possible for the 
applicant to provide all of the necessary 
information needed by the Service to 
make a positive determination under the 
Act to authorize the activity. For the 
import of sport-hunted trophies of P. l. 
melanochaita, the Service will typically 
consult with the range country to the 
extent practicable and other interested 
parties to obtain necessary information. 
The Service has the discretion to make 
the required findings on sport-hunted 
trophy imports of P. l. melanochaita on 
a country-wide basis, although 
individual import permits will be 
evaluated and issued or denied for each 
applicant. While the Service may make 
enhancement findings for sport-hunted 
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trophy imports of P. l. melanochaita on 
a country-wide basis, the Service 
encourages the submission of 
information from individual applicants. 
We would rely on the information 
available to the Service and may rely on 
information from sources other than the 
applicant when making a permitting 
decision. 

(43) Comment: Two commenters 
stated the Service has offered nothing to 
demonstrate why limitations on the 
importation of sport-hunted African 
lions from throughout the subspecies’ 
range is necessary and advisable to 
provide for the conservation of the 
subspecies or sufficient to overcome the 
Congressional conclusion that such 
imports would normally (i.e., 
presumptively) benefit the conservation 
of the species. Further, these 
commenters did not feel that the 
Service’s proposed rule for African lion 
supported a conclusion that a 4(d) rule 
requiring import permits for trophies 
was necessary and advisable for the 
conservation of the subspecies. 

Our Response: For the import of 
sport-hunted trophies, while there is 
evidence that many of the range 
countries have lion management plans, 
we have little information indicating 
that the plans are being implemented, 
and we received new information 
during the public comment period 
indicating that some hunting programs 
are not scientifically based or providing 
adequate conservation benefits to the 
species. We want to encourage U.S. 
hunters to take advantage of one of the 
conservation tools available, well- 
regulated hunting programs, to improve 
the long-term survival of the subspecies. 
The 4(d) rule will support implementing 
well-managed plans by encouraging 
countries that have insufficient lion 
management plans to develop plans that 
are based on sound scientific 
information that would generate 
revenue in support of communities and 
conservation. As noted, the proposed 
4(d) rule for African lion would provide 
for the importation into the United 
States of trophies taken legally in range 
countries upon the issuance of a 
threatened species import permit. While 
the Service cannot control hunting of 
foreign species such as African lion, we 
can regulate their importation and 
thereby require that U.S. imports of 
sport-hunted African lion trophy 
specimens are obtained in a manner that 
is consistent with the purposes of the 
Act and the conservation of the 
subspecies in the wild, by allowing 
importation from range countries that 
have management plans that are based 
on scientifically sound data and are 
being implemented to address the 

threats that are facing lions within that 
country. 

(44) Comment: Three commenters, a 
peer reviewer and comments from a 
consortium of seven range countries felt 
that the proposed 4(d) rule did not 
adequately explain the criteria used by 
the Service to determine whether the 
importation of any sport-hunted lion 
would enhance the survival of the 
species. The commenter expressed 
concern that because the Service has not 
adequately explained the criteria for 
enhancement or made an enhancement 
finding for lions in Africa, U.S. hunters 
will be barred from importing their lion 
trophy. The peer reviewer expressed a 
need for the Service to elaborate 
concrete requirements to which 
countries must adhere as a minimum 
standard in order for imports of sport- 
hunted lion trophies from a country to 
qualify for the export of lion trophies, 
including quotas of less than one male 
per 2000 km2 with a minimum age 
requirement. 

Our Response: We recognize that the 
preambular language of the proposed 
4(d) rule was general, and we have 
addressed this issue in this final rule. 
However, we did not find that it was 
appropriate to establish specific criteria, 
such as a set quota number, in this final 
rule because this may not allow for the 
countries to implement an adaptive 
management strategy based on the 
current status of the species within the 
country. During the public comment 
period we received new information 
regarding infanticide and the effects of 
hunting younger male lions on pride 
structure. Therefore, we agree with the 
peer reviewer that the Service is in a 
position to proactively engage with 
countries to ensure exported trophies 
fulfill minimum age requirements and 
we will consider these factors in making 
our enhancement findings. 

(45) Comment: Two commenters 
recommended that the Service should 
not adopt a 4(d) rule until it makes 
specific enhancement-of-survival 
findings for each of the countries for 
which lions can be hunted, or delay the 
implementation of the 4(d) rule for 1 
year. These two commenters, as well as 
a third commenter, stated that 
implementing the 4(d) rule at this time 
would impact hunters who had already 
booked trophy hunts months or even 
years in advance, resulting in the loss of 
money invested that could not be 
recovered ‘‘in the event of a sudden 
change in the rules governing the 
importation of sport-hunted trophies.’’ 

Our Response: In the proposed rule, 
the Service found that hunting, if well 
managed, may provide a benefit to the 
subspecies. However, the best available 

information, obtained by the Service 
during the public comment period, 
indicates that not all hunting programs 
are well managed or provide 
enhancement to survival of the 
subspecies. Delaying the 
implementation of a 4(d) rule may result 
in U.S. hunters participating in poorly 
managed hunting programs, which 
would be counter to the purposes of the 
Act. We do not agree that such a delay 
would be appropriate for the 
conservation of the subspecies. 
Regarding the potential loss of deposits 
for previously booked trophy hunts, 
hunters were notified of a potential 
regulatory change when the proposed 
rule with a 4(d) rule was published on 
October 29, 2014 (79 FR 64472). The 
availability of the proposed rule would 
have given hunters the opportunity to 
use that information to minimize 
financial losses. 

(46) Comment: One commenter urged 
the Service to adjust the rule to ensure 
that imports are not stopped, and that 
the benefits generated by U.S. hunters in 
foreign countries continue while the 
Service is making determinations 
regarding the countries’ lion 
management program. This commenter 
suggested that the Service issue U.S. 
import permits for all lion trophies until 
such time as the Service deems that the 
import from a particular country would 
not enhance the survival of the 
subspecies. It is the commenter’s belief 
that there are beneficial aspects of 
hunting (benefits to local communities, 
dollars coming into the country, etc.) 
that should not be interrupted while the 
Service is making its determinations. 
The commenter expressed concern that 
the Service has insufficient resources to 
make timely country-by-country 
determinations. 

Our Response: Import of sport-hunted 
trophies of Panthera leo leo will require 
issuance of an endangered species 
import permit under 50 CFR 17.22, 
which will require an enhancement 
finding. Import of sport-hunted trophies 
of Panthera leo melanochaita will 
require issuance of a threatened species 
import permit under 50 CFR 17.32, 
which will require an enhancement 
finding (see 4(d) Rule for Panthera leo 
melanochaita, above). We would be 
unable to issue import permits until we 
made such determinations. The Service 
recognizes that making these findings 
may be time consuming given our 
current resources. We appreciate the 
commenter’s willingness to use their 
own resources to obtain information on 
the range countries’ management and 
assist the Service in making timely 
findings. We encourage the commenter 
and others to work with us by 
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submitting any information they may 
have to make these determinations. 

(47) Comment: One commenter stated 
that the Service should only apply a 
permitting requirement on lions taken 
after the listing and 4(d) rule go into 
effect. 

Our Response: For lions held in 
captivity or a controlled environment on 
the date of the listing under the Act, no 
import permit will be required, if the 
lion meets all the requirements to be 
considered ‘‘pre-Act’’ (Section 9(b)(1) of 
the Act). Accordingly, lions hunted after 
the listing would require permits, and 
those hunters who have booked hunts, 
but have not yet hunted a lion, would 
require a U.S. import permit prior to 
importation. 

(48) Comment: Two commenters 
stated their belief that most of the lion 
range countries do not have national 
lion conservation plans in place, or have 
plans with quotas in place that are 
based on inaccurate population 
numbers. One commenter spoke of lion 
conservation conferences in 2005 and 
2006 that established conference 
resolutions, very few of which have 
been adequately addressed by the lion 
range states. This commenter felt there 
is an urgent need to conduct 
independent and scientifically valid 
lion population assessments throughout 
the range of the lion. This commenter 
urged the Service to impose an import 
moratorium until these population 
assessments have been conducted. The 
second commenter recommended that 
prior to the import of trophies, there 
needs to be evidence of recovery and 
stability, as well as clearly identified 
governmental reforms and their 
implementation in some of the range 
states. 

Our Response: New information 
received during the public comment 
period raises questions about whether 
some of the range countries have 
adequate management programs in 
place, and this information has been 
incorporated in this final rule. The 
Service is not imposing a moratorium; 
however, permits will be required for all 
imports. Import of sport-hunted trophies 
of Panthera leo leo will require issuance 
of an endangered species import permit 
under 50 CFR 17.22, which will require 
an enhancement finding. Import of 
sport-hunted trophies of Panthera leo 
melanochaita will require issuance of a 
threatened species import permit under 
50 CFR 17.32, which will require an 
enhancement finding (see 4(d) Rule for 
Panthera leo melanochaita, above). The 
import of lions hunted in countries that 
do not meet the criteria for 
enhancement will not be permitted. 

(49) Comment: Several lion range 
countries as well as two commenters 
expressed that successful conservation 
of African lion relies upon a thoughtful 
strategy that includes sustainable use. 
There was concern that the inability to 
import lions into the United States 
would result in the increase of threats 
we identified in the proposed rule (e.g., 
human-lion conflict and habitat loss). 
The countries expressed that if U.S. 
hunters are unable to import sport- 
hunted trophies, the economic value of 
lions within the country would be 
reduced or eliminated, resulting in 
retaliatory killing of lions by local 
communities because of real or 
perceived perceptions that lions kill 
people and livestock. In addition, two 
countries noted that, without an 
economic value, safari companies 
would not support lions in hunting 
concessions because lions prey upon 
other valued trophy species, such as 
hartebeest and buffalo. One country 
noted that if hunting companies were 
unable to export to the United States, 
they would abandon their hunting areas 
to agro-pastoral uses, resulting in 
‘‘unavoidable extinction of wildlife and 
collapse of ecosystem services.’’ These 
countries expressed that hunting zones 
often provide a buffer to protected areas 
as well as provide ecological corridors 
between protected areas. They 
expressed that the removal of lions from 
these hunting zones would decrease the 
range of the subspecies and result in 
overall lion population declines. 
Further, the loss of legal income from 
lion hunting, which supports anti- 
poaching efforts, will negatively affect 
lion conservation and increase 
poaching. 

Our Response: The Service recognizes 
the benefits that a well-managed trophy 
hunting program can provide by 
increasing revenue for local 
communities, providing jobs, and 
supporting local microbusinesses. 
Revenue is often used to build and 
maintain fences, pay for security 
personnel, and provide resources for 
anti-poaching activities, habitat 
acquisition, and wildlife management. 

Our 4(d) rule for P. l. melanochaita 
will support and encourage 
conservation actions for this subspecies 
and ensure that U.S. imports of sport- 
hunted lion trophy specimens are 
obtained in a manner that is consistent 
with the purposes of the Act and the 
conservation of the P. l. melanochaita in 
the wild. By ensuring that imports of 
lions occur only from range countries 
that have management plans based on 
scientifically sound data which are 
being implemented to address the 
threats facing lions within that country, 

U.S. hunters will continue to support 
the good efforts of the range countries, 
while encouraging those countries that 
have not fully implemented a lion 
management plan to do so in order to 
receive business from U.S. hunters. 

(50) Comment: Several countries and 
one commenter provided a combined 
comment expressing concern that the 
Service’s 4(d) rule surpasses the 
regulatory requirements they are already 
following under CITES, and that such 
restrictions undermine CITES and 
increase the regulatory burden to lion 
range states by adding additional 
reporting requirements. These countries 
noted that under CITES exports of 
trophies must not be detrimental to the 
survival of the species and expressed 
that proving their management 
programs enhance the survival of the 
subspecies is an added administrative 
burden on their wildlife management 
authorities that are already limited on 
staff, resources, and time. Further, they 
felt the 4(d) rule would penalize 
countries that are already working hard 
to achieve success in wildlife 
management. 

Our Response: As these countries 
noted in their comments, CITES allows 
for stricter domestic measures, such as 
the Act and our 4(d) rule for P. l. 
melanochaita promulgated under the 
Act. The Service recognizes that the 4(d) 
rule for P. l. melanochaita has stricter 
requirements than CITES Appendix-II 
requirements. We find that our 4(d) rule 
for P. l. melanochaita will support and 
encourage countries to carry out strong 
conservation programs for P. l. 
melanochaita and ensure that U.S. 
imports of sport-hunted lion trophy 
specimens are obtained in a manner that 
is consistent with the purposes of the 
Act and the conservation of the P. l. 
melanochaita in the wild. We do not 
anticipate a significant burden on the 
lion range countries to provide 
documentation that should already exist 
for well-managed lion programs, and we 
will work with the countries in order to 
make our determinations under the Act 
in a timely manner. The 4(d) rule is in 
place to support countries that have 
achieved success in managing their 
lions. 

(51) Comment: Several countries and 
one commenter disagreed with how 
trade in captive-bred lions would be 
subject to the prohibitions under the 
Act. These countries expressed that 
trade in captive-bred lion does not have 
an adverse effect on wild lion 
populations. They felt that the Act’s 
treatment of captive lions in the same 
manner as wild lions is inconsistent 
with CITES regulations and that the 4(d) 
rule should exempt captive-bred lions. 
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Our Response: In analyzing threats to 
the species, we focused our analysis on 
threats acting upon wild specimens 
within the native range of the species, 
because the goal of the Act is survival 
and recovery of the species within its 
native ecosystem. We did not separately 
analyze ‘‘threats’’ to captive-held 
specimens because the statutory five 
factors under section 4 (16 U.S.C. 1533) 
are not well-suited to consideration of 
specimens in captivity and captive-held 
specimens are not eligible for separate 
consideration for listing. However, we 
did consider the extent to which 
specimens held in captivity create, 
contribute to, reduce, or remove threats 
to the species. See the Captive Lions 
and Traditional Use of Lion Parts and 
Products sections above. Under CITES, 
captive specimens are still listed the 
same as their wild counterparts; 
however, the Convention does allow for 
different treatment of captive-bred 
specimens in regard to permitting. As 
stated earlier, CITES also provides for 
stricter domestic measures, and the 
protections afforded to all specimens of 
the subspecies through listing under the 
ESA and the 4(d) rule would constitute 
such a measure. 

(52) Comment: A joint comment from 
the petitioners asked us to scrutinize 
applications for the import of lion 
trophies or parts to ensure that they 
were obtained within a scientifically 
based management program that 
promotes the conservation of the 
subspecies and provided suggestions for 
criteria to consider when making an 
enhancement finding. The comment 
included a number of suggestions for 
establishing a formal internal guidance 
on how we would evaluate each 
application. Finally, the petitioners 
called on the Service to publish the 
receipt of threatened species permit 
applications in the Federal Register and 
allow for a 30-day comment period. 
Another commenter questioned 
establishing findings on a country-wide 
basis instead of specific regions/hunting 
programs within a country. 

Our Response: We appreciate the 
input regarding publishing the receipt of 
threatened species applications, 
establishing formal internal guidance on 
how we will evaluate each application, 
and consideration of making 
enhancement findings on a specific 
region/hunting program scale. We will 
consider these suggestions; however, 
this issue is outside the scope of this 
rulemaking process. In regard to the 
suggested criteria for making 
enhancement findings, we have 
expanded the discussion of 
enhancement within this final rule, and 
many of the suggestions have been 

addressed in the preambular language of 
the 4(d) rule. 

(53) Comment: The petitioners also 
asserted that we should not authorize 
imports of lions from western Africa, 
Tanzania or Zimbabwe; imports of 
trophies from females or males under 6 
years of age; or trophies obtained from 
captive-hunting facilities, or authorize 
imports, interstate commerce or foreign 
commerce in lion parts. 

Our Response: While the comments 
are outside the scope of this rulemaking, 
the Service must make a finding that an 
‘‘otherwise prohibited activity,’’ such as 
import, export, interstate and foreign 
commerce, must meet the issuance 
criteria under 50 CFR 17.32. We cannot 
make any determination of whether a 
particular permit application can be 
approved or denied until the 
application is reviewed. 

(54) Comment: One commenter called 
on the Service to specifically prohibit 
the importation of sport-hunted lions in 
the 4(d) rule, citing that there is no 
documented evidence that trophy 
hunting supports conservation of the 
subspecies. In addition, the commenter 
felt that allowing for legal trade of sport- 
hunted lions would support the illegal 
harvest of the subspecies. 

Our Response: We found no evidence 
that allowing legal import of lion 
trophies would stimulate illegal trade 
into the United States. In evaluating the 
best available scientific and commercial 
information, we concluded that a well- 
managed, scientifically based lion 
management program can provide a 
benefit to the species. While we 
obtained new information indicating 
that some hunting programs are not 
scientifically based or providing 
adequate conservation benefits to the 
species, this 4(d) rule will support 
implementing well-managed plans by 
encouraging countries that have 
insufficient lion management plans to 
develop plans that are based on sound 
scientific information that would 
generate revenue in support of 
communities and conservation. 
Therefore, we are not prohibiting the 
import of sport-hunted trophies. Import 
of sport-hunted trophies of Panthera leo 
melanochaita will require issuance of a 
threatened species import permit under 
50 CFR 17.32, which will require an 
enhancement finding (see 4(d) Rule for 
Panthera leo melanochaita, above). The 
import of lions hunted in countries that 
do not meet the criteria for 
enhancement will not be permitted. 

(55) Comment: One commenter stated 
that the Service has failed to comply 
with the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) in regard to promulgating 
the 4(d) rule. 

Our Response: We have determined 
that we do not need to prepare an 
environmental assessment, as defined 
under the authority of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, in 
connection with regulations adopted 
under section 4(a) of the Act. We 
published a notice outlining our reasons 
for this determination in the Federal 
Register on October 25, 1983 (48 FR 
49244). Furthermore, under our 1983 
policy, we determined that we do not 
need to prepare an environmental 
assessment in connection with 
regulations adopted under section 4(a) 
of the Act, including 4(d) rules that 
accompany listings of threatened 
species. 

Because we are listing P. l. 
melanochaita as threatened and are 
finalizing this 4(d) rule simultaneously 
with our final listing determination, we 
consider this 4(d) rule to be part of the 
listing determination for the purposes of 
National Environmental Policy Act 
compliance. 

(56) Comment: One commenter stated 
that lions do not lend themselves to 
population surveying due to the boom 
and bust nature and high fecundity of 
lion populations. The commenter felt 
that population surveys have long been 
considered impractical, and as such, 
quotas can never be set scientifically 
and, therefore questioned how the 
Service can make this a criteria for 
determining enhancement. Finally, the 
commenter was concerned that having 
countries have an understanding of lion 
population numbers and developing 
lion management plans would be cost 
prohibitive to many of the range 
countries. 

Our Response: We are not requiring 
an exact count of the lions within each 
country before being able to make a 
determination of whether imports could 
occur. However, we need to consider 
what methods countries are using to 
establish quotas, such as population 
trend data, in order to determine if the 
offtake by U.S. hunters is sustainable 
and meets the criteria under 50 CFR 
17.32. 

(57) Comment: One commenter stated 
that lions have an extraordinary high 
fecundity, which contributes to its boom 
or bust population characteristic and 
helps ensure its long-term existence, 
making it far less vulnerable to 
endangerment. 

Our Response: We agree that lions 
have high fecundity and in absence of 
stressors populations can rapidly 
increase. However, across most of its 
range, the lion is not without stressors, 
and given the threats the lion is 
currently facing, natural fecundity is 
reduced. One of the greater stressors on 
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lions, excessive harvests of lions for 
trophies, can negatively impact the 
reproduction of a lion such that it 
causes local extirpations. Harvesting 
males that are too young causes male 
replacements, which results in 
increased infanticide rates, death of the 
surviving male coalition, and a 100 
percent fatality rate for males that are 
prematurely forced to disperse. 
Furthermore, the population will be 
driven to extinction as female 
populations collapse as they eventually 
are unable to mate. The species is 
largely not able to rapidly recover from 
population declines. This is evidenced 
by long-term population trends that 
indicate an overall 43 percent decline in 
lions over 21 years and higher regional 
rates of decline in western and eastern 
Africa. 

(58) Comment: One commenter stated 
that the Service should use its power to 
list Distinct Population Segments 
(DPSs), rather than the entire African 
lion subspecies in light of the recent 
ruling in Humane Society of the United 
States v. Jewell, No. CV 13–186 (BAH), 
2014 WL 7237702 (D.D.C. Dec. 19, 
2014).. 

Our Response: We disagree with this 
conclusion. Pursuant to 50 CFR 
17.11(g), all populations are included in 
the listing. 

Required Determinations 

National Environmental Policy Act (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) 

We have determined that we do not 
need to prepare an environmental 
assessment, as defined under the 
authority of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969, in connection with 
regulations adopted under section 4(a) 
of the Act for the listing, delisting, or 
reclassification of species. We published 
a notice outlining our reasons for this 
determination in the Federal Register 
on October 25, 1983 (48 FR 49244). 
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List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 17 
Endangered and threatened species, 

Exports, Imports, Reporting and 

recordkeeping requirements, 
Transportation. 

Regulation Promulgation 

Accordingly, we amend part 17, 
subchapter B of chapter I, title 50 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations, as set forth 
below: 

PART 17—[AMENDED] 

■ 1. The authority citation for part 17 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1361–1407; 1531– 
1544; and 4201–4245; unless otherwise 
noted. 

■ 2. Amend § 17.11(h), the List of 
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife, 
by: 
■ a. Removing the entry for ‘‘Lion, 
Asiatic (Panthera leo persica)’’; and 
■ b. Adding entries for ‘‘Lion (Panthera 
leo leo)’’ and ‘‘Lion (Panthera leo 
melanochaita)’’ in alphabetic order 
under MAMMALS to read as set forth 
below: 

§ 17.11 Endangered and threatened 
wildlife. 

* * * * * 
(h) * * * 

Species 
Historic range 

Vertebrate 
population where 

endangered or 
threatened 

Status When listed Critical 
habitat 

Special 
rules Common name Scientific name 

MAMMALS 

* * * * * * * 
Lion .......................... Panthera leo leo ..... Africa, Asia ............. Entire ...................... E 862 NA NA 
Lion .......................... Panthera leo 

melanochaita.
Africa ...................... Entire ...................... T 862 NA 17.40(r) 

* * * * * * * 

* * * * * 
■ 3. Amend § 17.40 by adding paragraph 
(r) to read as follows: 

§ 17.40 Special rules—mammals. 
* * * * * 

(r) Lion (Panthera leo melanochaita). 
(1) General requirements. All 

prohibitions and provisions of §§ 17.31 
and 17.32 apply to this subspecies. 

(2) The import exemption found in 
§ 17.8 for threatened wildlife listed in 
Appendix II of the Convention on 
International Trade in Endangered 
Species of Wild Fauna and Flora 
(CITES) does not apply to this 
subspecies. A threatened species import 
permit under § 17.32 is required for the 
importation of all specimens of 
Panthera leo melanochaita. 

(3) All applicable provisions of 50 
CFR parts 13, 14, 17, and 23 must be 
met. 

Dated: December 10, 2015. 
Daniel M. Ashe, 
Director, Fish and Wildlife Service. 
[FR Doc. 2015–31958 Filed 12–21–15; 4:15 pm] 

BILLING CODE 4333–15–P 
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CHIREDZI RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL 
 
 
CHAIRMAN’S END OF YEAR REPORT – DECEMBER 2014  
 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
 
We meet once again on the occasion of the last Full Council for the year 2014, being the 4th 
Full Council for the present Council.  Indeed ladies and gentlemen, we have already covered 
a full year in office, and this calls for a reflection on that journey we have travelled so far.  I 
greet you all. 
 
The year 2014 ladies and gentlemen, has been a fascinating, as well as a challenging one for 
our Council, as we went through a mixed bag of failures as well as success.  The true measure 
of character and strengths of organisations is not about never falling, but being able to rise 
after falling.  So as I take you through 2014, let us be mindful of the above. 
 
Ladies and gentlemen, my Council has six departments namely, Administration and Human 
Resources, Finance, Technical Services, Community Services, Environment, Agriculture and 
Tourism, and Audit.  The same departments are secretariats to Council’s committees and sub-
committees as per their terms of reference.  I will in turn reflect on the activities of these 
departments, in the hope that I will have reflected on Council’s progress for the year 2014. 
 
ADMINISTRATION AND HUMAN RESOURCES 
 
This is the department that is responsible for the day to day running of the Council, its 
relationship with other organisations and stakeholders.  The department is responsible for 
Council’s Human resources, and is secretariat to the Staffing Committee of Council.  This is 
the department that is responsible for making sure that Council has the right workforce, that 
is well motivated, and geared to make all other resources work.  Ladies and gentlemen, this 
department is unfortunately, the only department without a substantive HOD.  We need to 
make sure that we correct this anomaly as soon as practical, so that we instil confidence in 
that regard. 
 
The department managed to successfully carry out a job evaluation exercise to guide Council 
in terms of its recruitment and staff levels, in line with the worthy of each job.  Chiredzi RDC 
now has a staff establishment of 72 workers.  This means that we have effectively dealt away 
with fixed contract workers, and we can only hire casuals where there is needy.  The 
department still need to carry out a comprehensive Human Resource Policy to complement 
the job evaluation, and guide Council’s remuneration, recruitment and benefits schemes.  The 
department was recently entrusted with the administration of the transport portfolio, which 
mandate it is struggling to execute. 
 
However, the department managed to procure 3 new pick-up vehicles, 3 new motor cycles, 
and received donations of 2 operational vehicles from development partners.  In a way ladies, 
and gentlemen, I can safely say, that our Council has enough services vehicles, to effectively 
carry out our mandate in the district.  With the recent approval of our application for 
borrowing powers, we intend to fully recapitalize our Council, and improve service delivery.  
We also managed to dispose obsolete vehicles and materials for reinvestment. 
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We have managed to attend all our scheduled Council meetings save for some that were 
postponed, but still attended, courtesy of the department.  Our employees have been paid all 
their salaries for the year in each respective month, well on time.  In this regard Council has 
also managed to pay all the statutory obligations in each months, save for few delays in some 
months, due to cash flow challenges.  Our councillors have also received their monthly 
allowances on time, including their subsistence and transport allowances. 
 
Our workers’ moral has been kept moderate, with the workers’ committee being an easy 
target for the Workers Union.  The committee is more prone to the demands of the union, no 
matter how unreasonable, thereby likely to drag the Council into unnecessary labour unrest at 
any given moment.  This remains our greatest challenge, to make the Workers’ Committee 
responsive to Council’s core business, despite the fact that Council listens to their concerns.  
The department needs to improve its image and appeal to the generality of the workers.  
Otherwise, all the gains of the year can be reversed. 
 
FINANCE DEPARTMENT 
 
The department is responsible for the mobilisation, custody, and disbursement of Council’s 
financial resources.  The department is secretariat to the Council’s Finance Committee, which 
is a mandatory committee of Council.  The department is headed by an Executive Officer 
Finance, who is substantive. 
 
Council cannot do or execute its mandate without requisite finances.  The performance of the 
2014 budget has not been all that satisfactory due to a number of factors.  The general 
liquidity crunch affecting the economy, has not spared us, as well.  The low disposable 
income for our committees meant that few could afford to pay their levies or rates.  The 
failure by the GMB and other grain buyers, to purchase farmers’ produce on time has dealt a 
heavy blow to our rural folk, whose source of income is the agriculture.  Even our perennial 
leading rate payers, the Sugar Estates have had their challenges as well.  They could not 
afford to pay the budgeted amounts for 2014, resulting in the mill levies being revised 
downwards. 
 
This has had a net effect of reducing our budget and consequently our collection rate.  The 
performance of the 2014 budget can be summarised as follows. 
 
2014 Budget    - $3 573 927-24 
Income with Borrowing Powers  - $2 113 142-00 
 
Budget performance with Borrowing Powers  = 59.13% 
 
Income without Borrowing Powers   = $1 613 142-00 
Domestic Income     = $1 552 842-00 
 
Domestic Performance    = 62% 
 
If we are to include the performance after the revised budget for Tongaat Hullets, our figures 
could be higher.  However, the performance is still below the 69% performance for 2013 as at 
30 November 2013. However, with the 2014 hunting season still on, for the key species, we 
still have hope for improvement, though the chances are very slim.  There are also plan 
approvals to be paid by Tongaat Hullets, and other amounts still pending for the same.  These 
have hopes of raising our collection rate. 
 

Christina Scaringe
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At one time, between July and September, our cash inflows were so subdued that we had to 
suspend major activities, including the holding of meetings.  That is how bad, Council 
finances can be at times.  I want us to congratulate ourselves, that even in the face of such 
adversity, your Council sill managed to rise above board, and executed it mandate well.  We 
managed to Audit our 2013 Final Accounts, well on time, and also financed the government-
run Remuneration and Conditions of Service for Senior Officers audits.  Your Council was 
above board in most of the areas, that had been identified for auditing.  There is room for 
improvement in the areas noted otherwise. 
 
TECHNICAL SERVICES 
 
The department is responsible for the works, roads and planning portfolios for Council.  It 
offers secretariat services to the Technical Services committee, and is headed by a substantive 
HOD. 
 
The department has been able to do road works like bush clearance, and motorised grading 
for over 600 km of road lengths.  Most of this has been mainly due to local income, in terms 
of fuel procurement and manpower, to include plant and machinery.  Only the Twiza-Crooks 
road was done with the assistance of the ZINARA funds to the tune of $16 000-00.  
However, Council went further and graded the road up to Chief Sengwe’s homestead.  
Council also motorised graded Mhlanguleni to Mpagati DDF road, using local revenue.  The 
Council also did the Matihwa-Makambe road using local resources.  The road belongs to 
DDF.  Council also did the Makambe- Chikombedzi road which belongs to the state, using 
own resources. 
 
The department has also received about $33 000-00 to do the Samba-Jatala road, from 
ZINARA.  The road will be done, before the year ends, once the grading team completes the 
Damarakanaka-BJB road, currently underway. 
 
Ladies and gentlemen, we appreciate how big the district is, but we also have to appreciate 
limited resources in that regard as well.  It is the department’s wish that every road in the 
district, be rehabilitated.  Our clarion call is for all the road authorities to do their part as well, 
so that we complement the efforts.  We also appreciate the 600 litres of diesel that DDF 
managed to source throughout the year 2014. 
 
Under Planning, the department managed to plan, site and peg new business centres, clinics 
and schools throughout the district, notably in the resettlement areas.  Over 20 business 
centres we pegged in this regard. 
 
The department also managed to produce new layout plans for Rupangwana Business Centre, 
and Zaka Turn-off.  The former was approved and will see residential commercial and 
industrial stands, being availed.  This is being complemented by a piped water scheme being 
developed for the Rural Service Centre, which I am advised has been completed. 
 
The department also managed to initiate a major housing scheme for the remainder of Buffalo 
Range extension in partnership with Shangani Holdings.  The layout plan has been done and 
approved, together with the valuation of the stands for the determination of the intrinsic land 
value.  Title surveys have been initiated though not completed.  The intrinsic land value for 
over 1000 stands (low density) stands at over US$3 million.  It is unfortunate, that our 
partners have now slowed down the pace at which they were following up the project, for the 
reasons not yet disclosed to Council. 

Christina Scaringe
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Whatever, the case may be, the land remains under Chiredzi RDC, and we are free to partner 
any appropriate partner to deliver housing to our needy people. 
 
We have also partnered Chiredzi Town Council to avail land to Co-operatives and land 
developers, for housing development in the other part of Buffalo Range earmarked for urban 
expansion.  In all instances the land still belongs to Chiredzi RDC.  There are disturbing 
scenes where our sister Council seems to be interested in our affairs as Chiredzi RDC, to the 
extent of wanting to plan our area, when we have never planned in their area of jurisdiction.  
This is unconstitutional, and we urge them to observe due processes in this regard. 
 
COMMUNITY SERVICES  
 
The Community Services department is responsible for the development of educational, 
health, water and sanitation, and recreational infrastructure.  It is secretariat to Community 
Services Committee and is headed by a substantive HOD. 
 
The department has undertaken a number of initiatives this year.  These include establishment 
of new clinics in the district, like the Chikwirire and Turkey Heart, the completion of Gudo 
clinic super structure in partnership with development partners, and the construction of 
Gwaseche clinic part block, to roofing level. 
 
The department has assisted several schools to establish, and also renovated obsolete or 
vandalised structures.  The department also introduced performance rewards for outstanding 
Council schools from primary to High Schools, in public examinations.  This has seen 
deserving schools getting shields trophies and cash from Council as tokens of appreciation.  
The prizes are meant to be annual phenomenon. 
 
The department managed to construct flea markets in Triangle at Dulys, and Rupangwana, in 
Sangwe communal lands.  At Dulys, a total of 110 units were constructed for 110 
beneficiaries.  This was after the initial stages of fencing the flea market area to acceptable 
standards.  This has assisted Council to harness in more revenue from public transporters, and 
vendors, since their activities are now under Council’s control. 
 
At Rupangwana a total of 42 units have so far been constructed, for 42 beneficiaries.  More 
are still to be constructed.  At Chikombedzi, the site for the construction of flea markets has 
been identified and work will be starting soon.  The materials have already been mobilised to 
this effect. 
 
The department also runs the Council’s income generating projects like, beer halls and the 
cement project.  However, the future of the beer halls project is gloomy since the project is 
failing to break even due to a huge wage bill, and subdued demand, as a result of low 
disposable incomes to the people.  Deliberations, as to the way forward of the Chikombedzi 
beer hall will be done in the relevant committees. 
 
The water and sanitation project has received a major boost from our development partners 
like UNICEF, NRC, Plan and IRC among others.  This has seen over 60 new boreholes being 
drilled and fitted especially in the new resettlement areas, hundreds of bore holes being 
rehabilitated, and new latrines being constructed in schools and public institutions.  Several 
sanitation triggering sessions were done in the resettlement areas, sanitation groups being 
trained, and community based management of water points being promoted.  More important 
is the Rupangwana piped water scheme, which should stimulate growth at the Rural Service 
Centre, in line with the extended layout plan. 
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Still disturbing ladies and gentlemen is the Chikombedzi Growth Point water situation.  It is 
evident that ZINWA has failed to provide water at the growth point.  As Council we cannot 
watch the situation getting worse by the day.  In this regard the office has initiated the revival 
of the piped water scheme that used to serve the Chikombedzi Mission Hospital.  Plans are at 
advanced stage to jointly rehabilitate the scheme, with Council leading the process.  We are 
communicating with ZINWA, so as to do away with possible policy implications in terms of 
provision of water at the growth point.  This should be a priority project for 2015, otherwise 
all hopes of Chikombedzi growth point growing will be dashed.  It is a potential health 
hazard if the situation continues unresolved. 
 
The Community Services department has never been any busier, hence, additional personnel 
in the form of the EHT, to complement efforts. 
 
ENVIRONMENT, AGRICULTURE AND TOURISM 
 
The department is responsible for safeguarding our environment and natural resources, 
agricultural development, and tourism promotion in the district. It is secretariat to the 
Environment Committee and to the CAMPFIRE sub-committee.  The department has a 
substantive HOD. 
 
Under CAMPFIRE the department has realised suppressed revenue inflows, partially due to 
the bar on ivory trade from Zimbabwe, by the US Government in 2014, and also due to non-
availability of key species like the elephant.  The elephant is there on quota but it simply 
vanished from the concession areas.  They were difficult to locate buy the clients, and as a 
result, there was very little off-take.  What this means is that there is reduced income for the 
communities and Council.  This has implications on the management of elephant as a 
ecological and economic species, if the future of CAMPFIRE is to be safeguarded.  There is 
need for diversification of CAMPFIRE to include non-consumptive tourism, and also the 
inclusion of forest and other natural resources. 
 
The department also took on board the EU-Wild programme, meant to diversify the 
CAMPFIRE project in Naivasha, as a pilot project.  The project has to firmly begin, as it 
needs to be run concurrently with the hunting programme which has always been there.  The 
project is being spearheaded by Sustainable Agricultural Technologies (SAT). 
 
The department is also concluding the ward 32 FACODA programme, under which they have 
to lease the Mhangula Triangle to Malilangwe Trust in return for financial assistance, for 
projects development in the communities.  The programme has been on the cards for long, 
and it is my hope that it will be completed sooner. 
 
The department need to be active in Agricultural development, particularly irrigation 
development in light of the Tokwe Mukosi Dam completion.  The department needs to be 
proactive in promoting conservation, and tourism investment.  There is need for Council 
visibility in the areas of agriculture, and environmental protection, so that we complement 
government efforts in this regard.  The recent move to twin our Council with Makhadho 
Municipality of South Africa, is a big boost for our tourism.  We need to conclude the deal 
soon. 
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AUDIT 
 
The Audit department is the secretariat to the Audit Committee of Council.  It is responsible 
for safeguarding Council’s assets, systems maintenance and compliance.  The department is a 
one-man band, with assistance from students on attachment.  I think we need to employ full 
time personnel to give the vibrancy necessary for the department to execute its mandate. 
 
A number of internal audits of Council’s operations and departments have been carried out by 
the department.  Other audits have been carried out in response to calls by SDCs, in schools, 
or other Community initiatives.  Council recommendations and implementation of resolutions 
have been put under scrutiny as well. 
 
It is my conviction that a fully pledged audit department is necessary to provide checks and 
balances to Council operations in line with enabling legislation. However, the audit 
department need to build up its image, and acceptability by other departments.  More often 
than not, we have squabbles emanating from the way the audit department operates.  
Similarly Council operatives need to rise above, and abide by the laws governing them. 
 
Lastly, ladies and gentlemen, I would like to take this opportunity to thank all the 
stakeholders, NGOs, government departments, private sector, and the Ministry of Local 
Government for being at Council’s disposal whenever we needed your assistance.  
Development needs an integrated approach for it to be realised.  The rolling out of the RBM 
programme alongside the ZIM-ASSET blue-print means that it is no longer business as usual 
in the way Councils conduct their businesses.  As such Councils should live up to the 
expectations. 
 
May Council will endeavour to complement government efforts, through the provisions of 
affordable, relevant and quality services to the people.  I am convinced I have the right team 
in terms of councillors and the executive.  To this end I would like to congratulate my 
executive for taking time to improve themselves academically and professionally.  One hopes 
that the Masters Degrees obtained will be translated into Master Class service delivery. 
 
I thank you. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The authors present a novel approach to help answer the question "Who really 
pays for wildlife in the U.S?" Using public information about budgets of various 
conservation, wildlife advocacy, and land management agencies and non-profit 
organizations, published studies and educated assumptions regarding sources of 
Pittman-Robertson Act and Dingell-Johnson Act federal excise monies from the 
sale of sporting equipment, the authors contend that approximately 95% of 
federal, 88% of non-profit, and 94% of total funding for wildlife conservation and 
management come from the non-hunting public. The authors further contend that 
a proper understanding and accurate public perception of this funding question is 
a necessary next step in furthering the current debate as to whether and how 
much influence the general public should have at the wildlife policy-making level, 
particularly within state wildlife agencies.  
INTRODUCTION 
With increased awareness and interest of the general (non consumptive) public 
in controversial wildlife management issues such as fur trapping, predator 
control, trophy hunting, coyote killing contests and wolf reintroduction, a debate is 
before us as to whether the general public is or should be afforded a proper voice 
in wildlife management decisions. Sportsmen favor the current system, which 
places a heavy emphasis on their interests through favorable composition of 
wildlife commissions and a continued emphasis on ungulate management. Non-
human predators (wolves, mountain lions, coyotes, ravens and others) are 
disfavored by wildlife managers at all levels as competition for sportsmen and are 
treated as second-class citizens of the animal kingdom.  Sportsmen suggest this 
bias is justified because “Sportsmen pay for wildlife,” a refrain heard repeatedly 
when these matters are discussed.  Agency personnel and policy foster this 
belief as well.   

Do sportsmen really pay for wildlife? Is it a fact or an unfounded assertion 
or something in between? Are there ways of looking at financial and other 
information to test the merit of this claim? While wildlife is unequivocally a public 
asset under the Public Trust Doctrine (see, for example, SCOUS 1842 and 
Horner 2000), a better understand and definition of how wildlife management is 
financed in this country, particularly the portion attributable to the general public, 
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would be of considerable help in deciding whether the general public’s interest is 
adequately represented in our current wildlife management system. 
Summary of Findings 
While this question is not easy to answer and the information may be murky, we 
have devised a novel approach, using available public information and certain 
helpful assumptions to offer a perspective on this question, which, to our 
knowledge, has not been previously presented.  The results are expressed both 
in terms of annual budgets by organization (Table 1) and acreages under 
management (Table 2). In summary, approximately 95% of federal, 88% of non-
profit, and 94% of total funding for wildlife conservation and management come 
from the non-hunting public. This runs counter to the common position promoted 
by many hunter-centric organizations and even to what state wildlife agencies 
often cite (e.g. Mayer, 2012). Another example of this is a motto of the Rocky 
Mountain Elko Foundation: “Hunting is Conservation.” Obviously hunting per se is 
not conservation, but they claim that hunting funds conservation, nearly 
exclusively.  

The data in Table 1 shows that the financial contribution from hunters is a 
small portion of the total. Of the 8 largest federally funded wildlife programs listed 
in the top half of Table 1, a total of $18.7 billion is spent annually on wildlife, land 
management and related programs (including hunter education). Approximately 
5.3% of the combined operating budgets (top half of Table 1) and 4.9% of the 
land acquisition costs (Table 2) are funded by hunters or through hunting-related 
activities. The 10 largest non-profit conservation organizations contribute $2.5 
billion annually to habitat and wildlife conservation. Of this, 12.3% comes from 
hunters and 87.7% from the non-hunting public (bottom half of Table 1).  
Methodology 
In Tables 1 & 2 values have been assigned for the portion of funding derived 
from hunters or hunting-related activities. The difference between “hunter” and 
“hunting related” as well as the allocation of Pittman-Robertson and Dingell-
Johnston Act funds are discussed in the section entitled Pittman-Robertson & 
Dingell-Johnson Acts. The allocations for the other items are discussed in the 
sections entitled General Tax Revenue and Duck Stamp Act. 

State funding was not considered in this study, in part because most state 
wildlife agency funding flows from the federal government (about 70% in 
Nevada’s case), and in part because it would be a task larger than our resources 
allowed. It is also generally true that the state funding (e.g. hunter license and tag 
sales) is rarely adequate to cover the direct costs of administering the related 
programs; therefore, state-level funding can reasonably be classified as hunting 
or sportsmen services rather than wildlife management. State-owned public lands 
are considered in terms of the acreage under management in Table 2. Also not 
considered is the portion that each agency or organization actually spends on 
conservation versus other activities. For example, most state wildlife agencies 
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spent only a small portion of their total funding on conservation. Other 
organizations, such as the government funded National Wildlife Refuge System 
and the donor funded Nature Conservancy, spend the great majority of their 
funding on conservation. This differential was ignored in our analysis.    
 
Table 1: Summary of Conservation Funding by Source (M = million US dollars) 

Source Total Annual 
Funding, $ 

Activities Funded by 
Hunters 

Activities 
Funded by 

Non-hunting 
Public, $ 

% of 
Total 

$ 

National Wildlife Refuge System 
(operating budget, see Table 2 for 
land purchase funding) 

$276M 4.6% $13M $263M 

Pittman-Robertson & Dingell-Johnson 
Acts Funds: 
   Funding based on hunting activities 

     Funding based on population 

$882M  
 

14.5% 
4.6% 

 
 

$128M 
$35M 

 
 
 

$714M 
USDA Wildlife Services $89M 4.6% $4 $85M 
USDI Fish & Wildlife $2,795M 4.6% $129M $2,666M 
US BLM $1,200M 4.6% $56M $1,145M 
US Forest Service $9,779M 4.6% $453M $9,329M 
National Park System $3,650M 4.6% $169M $3,482M 
SUBTOTAL  
Federal Funding 

$18,671M 5.3% $987M $17,684M 
94.7% 

Nature Conservancy $859M 4.6% $40M $819M 
Land Trusts (all, except N.C) $535M 4.6% $25M $510M 
Wildlife Conservation Society $230M 4.6% $11M $219M 
World Wildlife Fund $204M 4.6% $9M $195M 
Ducks Unlimited $147M 95% $140M $7M 
The Conservation Fund $138M 4.6% $6M $132M 
Natural Resources Defense Council $123M 4.6% $6M $117M 
National Wildlife Federation $93M 15% $14M $79M 
National Audubon Society $89M 4.6% $4M $85M 
Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation $54M 95% $51M $3M 
SUBTOTAL  
Non-profit Organizations 

$2,472M 12.3% $305M $2,167M 
87.7% 

TOTAL  
Federal & Non-profits 

$21,143M 6.1% $1,292M $19,853M 
93.9% 

 
 

In our analyses we included those agencies and organizations commonly 
considered by the public to have as their focus habitat and wildlife management 
or conservation (e.g. U.S. Department of the Interior Fish & Wildlife Service 
(FWS), National Wildlife Refuge System, Nature Conservancy, and Audubon). 
We also included agencies and organizations whose primary purpose is to 
conserve or manage the lands that host wildlife (the U.S. Forest Service (USFS), 
U.S. Bureau of Land Management (US BLM), the state equivalents, the various 
land trusts).  The organizations that manage habitat, such as the US BLM and 
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the many private land trusts, are included because wildlife requires habitat. The 
goals of these organizations include various combinations of habitat 
management and conservation, biological diversity (necessary to ensure robust 
populations), food and water supply, watershed protection, migration corridor 
management, and other issues critical to wildlife conservation and management.   

A potentially controversial choice was to include the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture Wildlife Services. Their core function is to control native carnivores 
such as wolves, bears, and coyotes, ostensibly to protect agriculture and improve 
hunter opportunity (Bruskotter, 2011). Arguably they accomplish neither since 
most livestock mortality is due to weather, birthing, and disease, while most 
wildlife mortality is due to lack of food, impacts to habitat, and disease. While 
predator control is wildlife management it is not conservation. Nevertheless, we 
have included their budget in our funding analyses.  

  
Table 2: Summary of Land Under Direct Management (M = million acres) 

Source 
Land Under 

Management, 
acres 

Land Purchases 
Funded by Hunters 

Land 
Purchases 
Funded by 

Non-hunting 
Public 

% acres acres 
National Wildlife Refuge System 

Funding based on hunting activities 
     Funding based on population 

150M  
1.7% 
4.6% 

 
2.6M 
6.8M 

 
 

140.6M 
US BLM 248M 4.6% 9.9M 236.5M 
US Forest Service (note A) 193M 4.6% 7.7M 184.1M 
National Park Service 84M 4.6% 3.4M 80.1M 
State Lands (all states) 197M 4.6% 7.9M 187.9M 
SUBTOTAL  
State & Federal Funding 

872M 4.9% 42.8M 829.2M 
95.1% 

Nature Conservancy 119M 4.6% 4.8M 113.5M 
Land Trusts (all) 47M 4.6% 1.9M 44.8M 
SUBTOTAL 
Non-profit Organizations 

166M 4.6% 7.7M 158.3M 
95.4% 

TOTALS 1,038M 4.9% 50.5M 987.5M 
95.1% 

Note A. The USFS indirectly or cooperatively manages 600M acres. 
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SOURCES OF FUNDING & ALLOCATIONS 
The sources of our funding and land acreage figures were, in most cases, the 
official websites for the named agencies or organizations. The total acreage 
under management by land trusts was obtained from the Land Trust Alliance 
(http://www.landtrustalliance.org). Pittman-Robertson Act and Dingell-Johnston 
Act revenue were obtained from the most recently published federal budgets for 
the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) and US Fish and 
Wildlife Services (FWS), the agencies responsible for collecting and 
administering these funds, respectively. See the section entitled Pittman-
Robertson and Dingell-Johnston Acts for a detailed discussion of how those 
revenues were allocated, as well as a brief discussion of the two Acts. 
General Tax Revenue 
Most of the federal programs relevant to wildlife management and conservation 
are funded from general tax revenue such as personal and corporate income 
taxes. The key exceptions to this are the tax transfers made to the states under 
three well known acts (and their amendments): the Federal Aid in Wildlife 
Restoration Act of 1937 (more commonly known as the Pittman-Robertson Act or 
PRA), the Federal Aid in Sport Fish Restoration Act (Dingell-Johnston Act or 
DJA), and the Migratory Bird Hunting Stamp Act (Duck Stamp Act). Each of these 
acts is discussed in more detail in subsequent sections. 

Rather than attempt an allocation of general tax revenue funding to “hunter 
funding” and “non-hunting public funding” by some complex analysis of 
demographics, we chose the simpler, and possibly equally accurate, method of 
allocation based on the percent of the population who hunts. According to the US 
FWS (2013), there were 14,631,327 hunting licenses issued by all US states in 
2013, down from 14,960,522 in 2012. There are two important bias in these 
statistics: hunters who purchased licenses in more than one state are counted for 
each state; and most states exempt youth from license requirements (e.g. 
Nevada hunters under the age of 12 years are not required to purchase a 
license, in some states the age is 16). We could not find any published analyses 
on either, so we have made no change to the data published by the FWS. It is 
likely that both figures are small and each acts to reduce the effect of the other.   

According to the US Census Bureau (2013), the US population in July 
2013 was 316,128,839. Dividing that into the number of hunting licenses sold in 
2013 suggests that 4.6% of the population, and therefore the same percentage of 
general tax revenue is paid by hunters.  That figure has been used in Tables 1 & 
2.  An important side note is that while the US population increases annually, the 
number of hunting licenses sold is on the decline.   
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Duck Stamp Act 
Funding of wildlife land gets a lot of attention among sportsmen and other 
outdoor enthusiasts. One of the most common to come up in discussion is the 
Duck Stamp program and the land that it has successful protected as refuges 
under the National Wildlife Refuge System. The federal government estimates 
that 1.9% of the 150,000,000 acres (or 2,850,000 acres) of land managed under 
this program was acquired with funds from programs including duck stamp sales 
(USFW, 2014; Lin, 2014). It has been estimated that collectors purchase 10% of 
duck stamps. Duck stamps allow free access to refuges that otherwise charge an 
entrance fee, and an unknown portion of the public purchases them for this 
purpose. To determine the total hunter-sourced portion of the National Wildlife 
Refuge System acreage, we combined 90% of the 1.9% with the hunter portion of 
general tax revenue (4.6%).  

Considering the four main federal agencies, the combined state-owned 
lands, and the collective non profits falling in the category of land trusts, there are 
1.038 billion acres of wildlife habitat under conservation management, of which 
about 4.9% were funded by hunter and 95.1% funded by the non-hunting public. 
Non-profits Requiring Special Allocations 
Three of the NGOs required special considerations for allocation of their funding 
sources: Ducks Unlimited, National Wildlife Federation, and the Rocky Mountain 
Elk Foundation.  The authors found no authoritative sources for revenue splits 
between hunters or hunting-related activities and the non-hunting public, though 
even a casual understanding of these organizations leads to the conclusion that 
they are more heavily hunter funded than the others. For Ducks Unlimited and 
the Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation it was assumed that nearly all of their review 
was hunter sourced; 100% allocations were not used because it is rather easy to 
find non-hunting members of both societies, including at various times the 
authors.  The National Wildlife Federation requires a somewhat deeper analysis.  
In 1980, then executive officer (Kimball, 1980) estimated that 25% of their 
membership was hunters.  In the subsequent 24 years the demographics of both 
hunting and the National Wildlife Federation have shifted with a general reduction 
in hunters as a percentage of the whole.  Given this, the 1980 figure was reduced 
to 15% for the purposes of this study.  While that figure is just an estimate, large 
variations in this single line item have a negligible effect on the overall 
allocations.   
Pittman-Robertson & Dingell-Johnson Acts 
The process of determining the portion of the Pittman-Robertson Act (PRA) & 
Dingell-Johnson Act (DJA) excise taxes generated by hunting-related activities is 
both complex and imprecise. In the end, any such analysis can only be an 
estimate, since the revenue is not tracked in sufficient detail to allow a precise 
allocation. Our approach was to both recognize and minimize the biases created 
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by our assumptions in these analyses. The approach taken in this study is briefly 
summarized here.   

 Beginning in 1919, there has been an excise tax on firearms and 
ammunition (10 to 11% of the wholesale price). This tax was originally 
administered under the US Treasury, and the income went into the general fund. 
In 1937, the Pittman-Robertson Act transferred this tax to administration by the 
FWS for the exclusive purposes of wildlife management, hunting management, 
and hunter education. The Dingell-Johnston Act (1950), as amended by the 
Wallop and Breaux Act (1984), extended the excise tax to archery equipment, 
fishing supplies, recreational boat import duties, and marine fuel sales. PRA and 
DJA funding totaled $522 million and $360 million, respectively, for the 2013 
fiscal year. 

Our analyses consider funding allocations in two portions: the first based on 
activity (hunting related versus non-hunting related), and the second on general 
population (hunters versus the non-hunting public). This section discusses the 
former; the latter uses the same allocation as for the other categories. We used 
this split approach for the PRA and DJA funds because firearms, ammunition, 
and archery equipment are purchased by both hunters and non-hunters and 
these are used for both hunting and non-hunting purposes. Therefore, putting the 
total revenue into either the “hunter” or “non-hunting public” categories would 
have created a strong bias. 

The next step was to consider the nature of the purchases that generate the 
excise taxes collected. According to the ATF (Hogue, 2013), the PRA revenue is 
generated in the following proportions:  

o 31% from handgun (pistols and revolvers) production 
o 37% from long guns (rifles and shotguns) production 
o 31% from ammunition production 
o 1% from archery equipment production 
Dingell-Johnston Act revenue is generated in the following proportions, 

according to US DF&W statistics (Michigan):  
o 54% from motorboat fuel  
o 15% from small engine fuel 
o 16% from fishing equipment, tackle, trolling motors 
o 9% from interest on trust fund deposits 
o 6% from import duties on boats 
Of these funds, we next made an estimate of the portion of the revenue 

generated from hunting.  We used a variety of sources of information to produce 
these estimates, principally the following. 

From ATF statistics on sales of firearms by type (ATF, 2011), we identified 
those types of firearms that are used principally for hunting. We used the 
following allocations: traditional rifles and shotgun sales were allocated to 
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hunting; modern sporting rifles (including tactical shotguns) were allocated 
principally (but not exclusively) to non-hunting. The results was a combined 
allocation of 40% of long guns to hunting. Handgun sales were allocated 5% to 
hunting based on anecdotal evidence.  

Statistics for ammunition sales published by industry sources (LuckyGunner, 
2012 & 2013; Bushmann, 2014) were used to determine the approximate 
percentage of sales by caliber. Each caliber was then assigned to one of three 
categories: principally hunting, principally non-hunting, or split. Examples of 
ammunition classified herein as principally for hunting include .243 Winchester, 
.30-06 Springfield and .308 Winchester (traditional deer and elk calibers). 
Principally non-hunting ammunition include .380 acp, 9 mm parabellum (aka 
9mm Luger), .45 acp, .338 Lapua and .50 BMG. Calibers considered to be used 
for both hunting and non-hunting include shotgun shells in all gauges, .223 
Remington, 5.56x45mm, 7.62x39mm, and large bore magnum handgun calibers 
such as .44 Remington Magnum and .500 S&W Magnum. Based on the relative 
sales statistics, considerably less than 20% of ammunition sales appear to be 
hunting related, but 20% was used in our analysis; this higher figure was used 
because 2013 represented an anomaly in sales statistics, with sales more 
heavily weighted towards self-defense and tactical than a multi-year average 
would suggest. 

Of the DJA revenue, the only category related to hunting is small engine fuel 
sales, some of which is likely used for waterfowl hunting. Our research did not 
find any data on allocation of these sales; we assumed 15% is derived from 
hunting-related activities.  

Table 3 summarizes the allocations and presents the estimated total funding 
generated by hunting-related activities. The estimate of 14.5% is consistent with 
the results published by other authors, a commonly cited range being 14% to 
22% of the DJA funds alone (Lin, 2014), which equates to 8% to 13% of the 
combined PRA and DJA funds.   

Another way to estimate the portion of PRA funds generated by hunting 
activity is to compare the number of guns used for hunting with total gun 
ownership. There are an estimated 270 to 310 million firearms in America 
(Krouse, 2012; GunPolicy; Crime Prevention Research Center, 2014). There are 
14.6 million licensed hunters (FWS, 2013), though the number of licensed 
hunters who actually hunt is unknown. If we make an assumption that the 
average hunter owns 3 guns for hunting (e.g. two rifles and a shotgun), then 43.8 
million guns are used for hunting, or 14.1 to 16.2% of the total. This would 
suggest that 8.8 to 10.1% of the combined PRA and DJA funds are hunting-
sourced. If we increase the per-hunter ownership assumption to 5 guns, the 
portion of combined funding increase to 14.8 to 16.9%. Both ranges compare 
well with the 14.5% figure cited in Table 3. 
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Table 3: Allocation of Excise Tax Revenue Based on Activity (M = million US 
dollars) 

Excise Tax Source Total Tax 
Revenue, $ 

Proportion Derived from Hunting 
Activities 

% $ 

Handguns (revolvers, pistols) 164M 5 8M 

Long guns (rifles, shotguns, MSRs) 194M 40 78M 

Ammunition (all calibers) 163M 20 33M 

Archery equipment and supplies 4M 33 1M 

Fuel, motor boats 194M 0 0 

Fuel, small engine 54M 15 8M 

Fishing equipment 59M 0 0 

Interest on reserves  32M 0 0 

Import duties on boats 22M 0 0 

TOTALS $882M 14.5% $128M 

 
Possible Biases In Our Analyses of PRA & DJA Revenue 
A large portion of the PRA funds are set aside by law for hunter-specific uses 
rather than conservation or wildlife management. For example one half of the 
taxes generated from handguns and archery equipment are set aside exclusively 
for hunter education, which is principally about firearms safety (i.e., Hunter Ed); 
this totaled 15.9% of the PRA revenue in fiscal 2013. While one may reasonably 
argue that this money is not wildlife conservation funding, we have elected to 
ignore this issue. This creates a small bias in favor of the hunter-funding 
category.   

Fiscal 2013 was a record-setting year for firearm and ammunition sales, 
based on worries in the gun community about new federal gun control legislation 
following the Sandy Hook shootings and the reelection of President Obama. This 
increased the PRA funding, both in terms of the total dollars and the PRA 
percentage of the combined PRA and DJA revenues. This, in turn, increased the 
apparent hunting allocation over a multi-year average. At the same time the types 
of guns and ammunition which saw the greatest sales increases in 2013 were not 
traditional hunting equipment but rather modern sporting rifles1 or MSRs), tactical 
shotguns, tactical and self defense ammunition. For example, 9mm handgun 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
1!Modern! Sporting! Rifles! is! an! industry! term! for! the! class! of! rifles! sometimes! referred! to! assault!
rifles,!assault!weapons!or!tactical!rifles.!!For!the!purposes!of!this!paper!the!term!is!used!for!the!class!
of!rifles!that!include!ARE10,!ARE15,!AKE47!and!UziEstyle!platforms!and!their!variants.!!!While!many!in!
the!public!and!media!seem!to!focus!on!the!appearance,!the!most!important!features!in!terms!of!our!
use!of! this! classification!are! the!semiEautomatic!action,! carbine! length,!and! the!use!of!a!detachable!
magazine.!
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ammunition sales increased to 21.4% of the total in 2013 from 14.2% in 2012 
(LuckyGunner, 2012 & 2013). According to the National Shooting Sports 
Foundation survey, “82% of recent purchases were AR-platform rifles” (NSSF, 
2013). The disproportionate increase in sales of pistols, tactical long guns, and 
the related ammunition decreased the apparent hunting contribution. The net 
affect was not estimated. 

 We applied 40% of long gun sales in 2013 to hunting sales, though the 
statistics suggest that this number should be lower. If, for example, the above 
NSSF quote is accurate and 82% of recent sales were AR platforms, and if AR 
platforms are principally not used for hunting as other surveys and anecdotal 
evidence suggest, the actual percentage allocated to hunting could be overstated 
by 10 percentage points or more. 
CLOSING COMMENTS 
Gill (1996) concluded that the narrowly based funding of state wildlife agencies 
has ‘‘blurred the essential distinction between public interest and special interest 
and inevitably eroded both scientific credibility and public trust.’’  We would argue 
that it is the perception not the reality that has blurred the distinction. For 
example, then director of the Nevada Department of Wildlife Ken Mayer wrote to 
the legislative sunset subcommittee “…the contribution to NDOW’s operating 
budgets from sportsmen is 79 percent of total funding” (Mayer, 2012). He was 
assuming that all of the federal excise tax transfers were hunter-sourced. This is 
a misrepresentation often used to manipulate public opinion and influence policy. 
This narrative “…logically encourages those who pay via licenses and permits for 
the privilege of using wildlife to expect greater benefits…Because [it’s believed 
that] hunters pay the bills, it is not surprising that they are given much attention 
and wield a great deal of influence…” (Jacobson et al, 2010).  

Modern wildlife management has wandered far from the original path of the 
Public Trust Doctrine and the North American Wildlife Conservation Model from 
which it flows (SCOUS, 1842; Horner, 2000). Smith (1980) identified three criteria 
that need to be met for the Public Trust Doctrine to be effective:  

1. The general public must be aware of their legal standing with respect to 
public ownership of wildlife;  

2. This standing and the rights associated with it must be enforceable 
against the government so that the public can hold it accountable; and, 

3. Interpretation of these rights must be adaptable to contemporary 
concerns, such as biodiversity and species extinction.    

All three are impaired when the basis of public debate is a myth.  It’s time that 
we call for honest dialog from our state and federal agencies and transparency in 
wildlife policy making.    
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climate agreement into action. It is also 
crucial that the World Conservation Con-
gress delegates — and society in general 
— ensure that efforts to address climate 
change do not overshadow more immedi-
ate priorities for the survival of the world’s 
flora and fauna. 

ON THE LIST
Since 2001, the categories and criteria of the 
IUCN Red List of Threatened Species — a 
standard for the evaluation of extinction 

There is a growing tendency for media 
reports about threats to biodiversity 
to focus on climate change. 

Here we report an analysis of threat 
information gathered for more than 8,000 
species. These data revealed a contrasting 
picture. We found that by far the biggest 
drivers of biodiversity decline are overex-
ploitation (the harvesting of species from 
the wild at rates that cannot be compen-
sated for by reproduction or regrowth) and 
agriculture (the production of food, fodder, 

fibre and fuel crops; livestock farming; 
aquaculture; and the cultivation of trees). 

Early next month, representatives from 
government, industry and non-govern-
mental organizations will define future 
directions for conservation at the World 
Conservation Congress of the Interna-
tional Union for Conservation of Nature 
(IUCN). High on the agenda for politi-
cal leaders, non-governmental organiza-
tions, conservationists and many others 
will be taking steps to turn the 2015 Paris 

The ravages of guns, 
nets and bulldozers 

The threats of old are still the dominant drivers of current species loss, 
indicates an analysis of IUCN Red List data by Sean Maxwell and colleagues.

A container of seized African elephant tusks in Malaysia. 
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risk — have guided assessments, now for 
82,845 species. Assessors assign species to 
categories, including ‘near-threatened’, ‘vul-
nerable’, ‘endangered’ or ‘critically endan-
gered’ depending on their population size; 
past, current and projected population 
trends; geographic range and other symp-
toms of extinction risk. Species in the latter 
three groups are collectively referred to as 
‘threatened’.

To assess the relative prevalence of cur-
rent hazards to biodiversity, we quantified 
threat information for 8,688 near-threat-
ened or threatened species belonging to 
species groups in which all known species 
have been assessed (for complete list of taxa 
included, see Supplementary Information; 
go.nature.com/2ajen88). 

The basic message emerging from these 
data is that whatever the threat category or 
species group, overexploitation and agri-
culture have the greatest current impact on 
biodiversity (see ‘Big killers’). 

Of the species listed as threatened or 

near-threatened, 72% (6,241) are being 
overexploited for commerce, recreation or 
subsistence. 

The Sumatran rhinoceros (Dicerorhinus 
sumatrensis), Western gorilla (Gorilla 
gorilla) and Chinese pangolin (Manis 
penta dactyla ,  a scaly mammal), for 
instance, are all illegally hunted as a result 
of high market demand for their body 
parts and meat. These are just three of 
the more than 2,700 species affected by 
hunting or fishing, or by people collect-
ing live specimens for the pet trade. At 
the same time, unsustainable logging is 
contributing to the decline of more than 
4,000 forest-dependent species, such as 
the Bornean wren-babbler (Ptilocichla 
leucogrammica), India’s Nicobar shrew 
(Crocidura nicobarica), and the Myanmar 
snub-nosed monkey (Rhinopithecus 
strykeri). 

The expansion and intensification 
of agricultural activity is imperilling 
5,407 species — 62% of those listed as 

threatened or near-threatened. Africa’s 
cheetah (Acinonyx jubatus),  Asia’s 
hairy-nosed otter (Lutra sumatrana) 
and South America’s huemul deer (Hip-
pocamelus bisulcus) are among more than 
2,300 species affected by livestock farming 
and aquaculture. And the Fresno kanga-
roo rat (Dipodomys nitratoides) and the 
African wild dog (Lycaon pictus) are two 
of more than 4,600 species currently under 
threat from land modification associated 
with the production of food, fodder or fuel 
crops. 

Meanwhile, anthropogenic climate 
change — including increases in storms, 
f looding, extreme temperatures or 
drought that exceed background vari-
ability, as well as sea-level rise — is cur-
rently affecting 19% of species listed as 
threatened or near-threatened. Hooded 
seals (Cystophora cristata) are among the 
1,688 species affected. These have dropped 
in abundance by 90% in the northeastern 
Atlantic Arctic over the past few decades 
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Source: The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species, 
Version 2016-1; www.iucnredlist.org

More than 80% of 
species analysed are 

harmed by more than 
one sub-class threat.

BIG KILLERS Overexploitation and agriculture are the most prevalent threats facing 
the 8,688 threatened or near-threatened species from comprehensively 
assessed species groups on the IUCN Red List.

The common hippopotamus 
(Hippopotamus amphibius) and 
leatherback turtle (Dermochelys 
coriacea) are being a�ected by 
droughts and high temperatures.

The Sumatran rhinoceros (Dicerorhinus sumatrensis) 
and Western gorilla (Gorilla gorilla) are being harmed 
by overexploitation; Africa’s cheetah (Acinonyx jubatus) 
and Asia’s hairy-nosed otter (Lutra sumatrana) are 
being imperilled by agricultural activity.

The Spanish imperial eagle 
(Aquila adalberti) and giant panda 
(Ailuropoda melanoleuca) are 
being harmed by road building.
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as a result of extensive declines in regional 
sea ice, and so in the availability of sites for 
resting and raising pups. 

DATA LIMITATIONS
There are three obvious difficulties in 
interpreting the Red List data. 

First, the patterns we report here do not 
necessarily extend to taxonomic groups that 
haven’t been monitored. The comprehen-
sively assessed groups included here are not 
a random sample from the tree of life1, but 
those that are generally better-studied. All 
known bird species have been assessed, for 
instance. But information on extinction risk 
has been gathered for only some 0.1% of the 
more than 50,000 species of fungi thought 
to exist. 

A second potential limitation of our 
analysis is that it treats threats as discrete 
when, in fact, hazards rarely affect organisms 
in isolation. Agriculture is a major driver of 
greenhouse-gas emissions, for example. And 
new roads to enable agricultural expansion 

can increase bush-meat harvesting, the 
incidence of forest fires and habitat fragmen-
tation2. In fact, more than 80% of the species 
included in our analysis are affected by more 
than one major threat.

Finally, the balance of threats driving 
extinction risk for many of the world’s spe-
cies will change, even over the next few 
decades3. For Red 
List assessments, the 
impacts of future 
threats (including 
climate change) in 
reducing a species’ 
population size are 
projected across three 
generations or over a 
ten-year period — 
whichever is longer. Hence, unless the 
species being assessed is long-lived (with 
an expected lifespan of 30–50 years, say), 
projections cover a period during which the 
effects of climate change, in particular, will 
be relatively modest. 

Yet we do not think that any of these 
caveats alter the overall message. Because 
agricultural activity and overexploitation 
tend to occur in fertile places with naturally 
high levels of biodiversity4, the patterns 
emerging from our analysis probably extend 
to many of the other species that have not 
yet been assessed. Also, until a better under-
standing is obtained of how threats act addi-
tively, synergistically or antagonistically, a 
pragmatic course of action is to limit those 
impacts that are currently harming the most 
species5. Finally, studies have shown Red List 
categorizations reflecting projected extinc-
tion risk from climate change to be more 
robust than was previously thought6. 

WHAT NEXT? 
Of all the plant, amphibian, reptile, bird and 
mammal species that have gone extinct since 
ad 1500, 75% were harmed by overexploita-
tion or agricultural activity or both (often 
in combination with the introduction of 
invasive alien species7). Climate change will 
become an increasingly dominant problem 
in the biodiversity crisis3. But human devel-
opment and population growth mean that 
the impacts of overexploitation and agricul-
tural expansion will also increase.

The aim of the World Conservation Con-
gress is to translate sustainable develop-
ment and carbon neutrality agreements into 
action. We urge delegates to focus on pro-
posing and funding actions that prioritize 
the biggest current threats to biodiversity. 

Thankfully, there are effective tools and 
approaches to alleviate harm caused by 
overexploitation and agricultural activi-
ties8. These include the development and 
governance of sustainable harvest regimes; 
the enforcement of hunting regulations 
and no-take marine protected areas; 

the maintenance of international policy 
mechanisms; such as the Convention on 
International Trade in Endangered Species; 
and public education (for instance, on where 
ivory comes from) to reduce demand. Also 
powerful are the establishment of protected 
areas to safeguard key biodiversity areas9; 
the management of agricultural systems in 
ways that allow threatened species to per-
sist within them; the regulation of pesticide 
and fertilizer use; the certification of agri-
cultural sustainability; and the reduction of 
food waste, for example, using urban food-
transfer programmes. 

Crucially, ensuring that overexploita-
tion and agricultural activities today do not 
compromise ecosystems tomorrow will help 
to ameliorate the challenges presented by 
impending climate change. Healthy ecosys-
tems are better repositories for carbon. They 
are also more likely to provide the physical 
connectivity and genetic diversity needed to 
enable species to adapt to the large shifts in 
climate expected later this century10. 

Conservationists, weary of tackling 
herculean, long-standing problems, could 
be forgiven for being drawn to newer ones. 
Nonetheless, we appeal to all concerned 
with the sustainability of life on Earth to take 
stock of the current balance of threats — and 
refocus their efforts on the enemies of old. ■
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coriacea) are being a�ected by 
droughts and high temperatures.
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and Western gorilla (Gorilla gorilla) are being harmed 
by overexploitation; Africa’s cheetah (Acinonyx jubatus) 
and Asia’s hairy-nosed otter (Lutra sumatrana) are 
being imperilled by agricultural activity.

The Spanish imperial eagle 
(Aquila adalberti) and giant panda 
(Ailuropoda melanoleuca) are 
being harmed by road building.

“Climate 
change will 
become an 
increasingly 
dominant 
problem in the 
biodiversity 
crisis.”
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Effects of social disruption in elephants persist
decades after culling
Graeme Shannon1,4*†, Rob Slotow4, Sarah M Durant2, Katito N Sayialel3, Joyce Poole3,5, Cynthia Moss3

and Karen McComb1*†

Abstract

Background: Multi-level fission-fusion societies, characteristic of a number of large brained mammal species
including some primates, cetaceans and elephants, are among the most complex and cognitively demanding
animal social systems. Many free-ranging populations of these highly social mammals already face severe human
disturbance, which is set to accelerate with projected anthropogenic environmental change. Despite this, our
understanding of how such disruption affects core aspects of social functioning is still very limited.

Results: We now use novel playback experiments to assess decision-making abilities integral to operating
successfully within complex societies, and provide the first systematic evidence that fundamental social skills may
be significantly impaired by anthropogenic disruption. African elephants (Loxodonta africana) that had experienced
separation from family members and translocation during culling operations decades previously performed poorly
on systematic tests of their social knowledge, failing to distinguish between callers on the basis of social familiarity.
Moreover, elephants from the disrupted population showed no evidence of discriminating between callers when
age-related cues simulated individuals on an increasing scale of social dominance, in sharp contrast to the
undisturbed population where this core social ability was well developed.

Conclusions: Key decision-making abilities that are fundamental to living in complex societies could be
significantly altered in the long-term through exposure to severely disruptive events (e.g. culling and translocation).
There is an assumption that wildlife responds to increasing pressure from human societies only in terms of
demography, however our study demonstrates that the effects may be considerably more pervasive. These findings
highlight the potential long-term negative consequences of acute social disruption in cognitively advanced species
that live in close-knit kin-based societies, and alter our perspective on the health and functioning of populations
that have been subjected to anthropogenic disturbance.

Keywords: Social behaviour, Human disturbance, Anthropogenic disruption, Cognitive abilities, Playback experiment,
Large-brained mammals, Social organisation, Loxodonta africana, Fission-fusion society, Vocal communication, Matriarch

Background
While we know that sociality evolves when the net bene-
fits of close (often kin-based) associations with conspe-
cifics outweigh the costs, there is still a lack of detailed
information on how sociality translates into fitness
consequences and the role of normative social structure

in mediating these effects [1,2]. Nowhere is this issue
more pertinent than in cognitively advanced social mam-
mals such as some non-human primates, cetaceans and
elephants which live in complex social systems where
intricate social relationships develop over long lifespans
and may involve cultural transmission of knowledge
between generations [3-5]. Moreover, many free-ranging
populations of these highly social mammals currently
face extreme disturbance through human activities [6-8]
that impacts directly on social structure, yet a proper
understanding of how this “anthropogenic disruption”
might affect core aspects of social functioning is lacking.
Recent studies have started to highlight the significant
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long-term effects of disruptive events on physiological
stress levels and broad behavioural patterns [9-12], but
we still know very little of how fundamental skills of
communication and cognitive abilities that are at the
basis of such societies might be affected.
Anthropogenic disturbance of free-ranging popula-

tions can occur through processes such as illegal and
legal hunting/culling, translocation and habitat fragmenta-
tion [7-9,13]. All of these are likely to be exacerbated fur-
ther by increasing pressures on natural resources and
climate change [14] and in extreme cases such impacts
may result in significant loss of individuals. Disrupted
populations typically experience two specific effects that
are likely to impact on their social functioning - initial
trauma that may accompany the disruptive event (which
can involve survivors observing the killing of individuals
around them) and the subsequent loss of opportunities for
interacting with older group members that could act as ap-
propriate role models or repositories of knowledge [3-5,15].
With regard to the first of these impacts, it is now

becoming clear that, in animals as well as humans, social
trauma experienced early in life may have very signifi-
cant effects on physiological development and adult
behaviour patterns [16-18]. For instance, in highly social
and cognitively advanced species such as primates and
elephants, where neurological development is strongly
mediated by exposure to complex social information, a
severely disruptive event can result in the expression of
one or more non-normative behaviours during later life,
including persistent fear, hyper-aggression and infant
abandonment [19,20]. Dramatic consequences of social
disruption have been documented in two protected areas
in South Africa, where orphaned male elephants exhi-
bited abnormal hyper-aggressive behaviour that resulted
in the killing of 107 rhinoceroses over a period of
10-years [19,21,22]. Crucially, such traumatic events are
also predicted to have more subtle effects on learning, in
particular interfering with abilities to gauge appropriate
responses to social and environmental stimuli [16-18].
The second major impact, namely a loss of opportu-

nities for exposure to appropriate older role models, is
likely to accompany any direct effects of social disrup-
tion on knowledge acquisition and decision-making.
This is particularly relevant in long-lived and cognitively
advanced species where older individuals play a key
leadership role and co-ordinate decision-making in the
context of social and ecological threats [3-5]. Where
these experienced individuals are absent, younger group
members may be presented with fewer opportunities to
learn the most appropriate response in dangerous situa-
tions [3,4,23,24]. In addition, any abnormal behavioural
patterns that have arisen from socially disruptive events
have the potential to be passed between the generations
and may persist in the long term.

By applying our previously successful playback tech-
niques in two contrasting populations of African
elephants we were able to assess directly effects of
disruption on decision-making abilities integral to ope-
rating successfully within complex societies [3,4]. Our
natural study population in Amboseli National Park,
Kenya is relatively undisturbed in comparison with the
population in Pilanesberg National Park, South Africa
that was founded from young orphaned elephants intro-
duced during the early 1980s and 1990s, following ma-
nagement culls of adult and older juvenile animals in the
Kruger National Park [21,22,25]. These actions resulted
in the young elephants being exposed to a significant
traumatic event (the selective killing of all of their older
family members followed by translocation to an un-
familiar environment), as well as the severe long-term
damage to the core social unit - the family group - in
this highly social species [16,19]. If social disruption
impacts decision-making processes central to social
functioning, we would predict deficits in abilities of
the Pilanesberg elephants to respond appropriately to
social threat.

Playback experiments
Family units in both populations were presented with
two complementary experimental paradigms involving
standardised playbacks of female contact calls broadcast
from a fieldwork vehicle located 100 m from the subjects
(detailed in Methods). In the first experiment, we com-
pared social knowledge directly in the two populations
on the basis of subjects’ reactions to callers from three
distinct social categories (high and low association index
callers within the same population, constituting familiar
versus unfamiliar associates, and alien callers from a
separate population - Pilanesberg elephants in the case
of Amboseli and vice versa: see Methods). The second
experiment contrasted the responses of family groups in
both populations to callers where age-related acoustic
cues in re-synthesised calls simulated unknown indivi-
duals on an increasing scale of social dominance. Female
elephants live in fission-fusion populations where social
hierarchy is primarily based upon age, with older and
larger individuals being more socially dominant than
younger females, both within their respective groups
[26] and during inter-group encounters [27,28]. The
acoustic characteristics of five caller exemplars from
each population (N = 10) were each systematically re-
synthesised to simulate five different age classes of
callers (15, 25, 35, 45 and 55 years), producing a set of
50 calls in total [see Methods & Additional file 1:
Supplementary experimental procedures, and Additional
file 2: Figure S1 & Table S1]. Amboseli elephants were
only played caller exemplars from Pilanesberg (unknown
individuals) and vice versa.
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Four key behaviours (bunching, bunching intensity,
prolonged listening and investigative smelling – see
Methods for definitions) were used to test the responses
of the elephant groups during the playback experiments.
The reactions of all individuals within the family were
recorded on video and systematically coded after the play-
back for analysis using generalised linear mixed models
(GLMMs) in the R statistical program (Methods); results
were confirmed with blind double coding by two inde-
pendent observers (Methods). If subjects were able to
discriminate effectively between callers in playbacks, we
predicted that they should remain relatively relaxed when
played calls that conveyed low levels of social threat -
familiar or young individuals - and bunch into defensive
formation and show heightened attentiveness when played
calls representing high levels of social threat - unfamiliar
or older individuals [3,4]. The ability to make these
important distinctions should allow individual matriarchs
to direct the overall group response most appropriately,
and with the lowest cost and risk in relation to the specific
threat at hand.

Results
The first series of experiments demonstrated that
elephants in the undisturbed Amboseli population dis-
tinguish between callers on the basis of their social cate-
gory, focusing their defensive bunching on alien callers
(GLMM analysis: Table 1A & Figure 1A). Our bunching
intensity (Figure 1C), and prolonged listening measures
also showed corresponding increases in response to alien
callers, but in these cases the simpler null models were

selected using Akaike’s information criterion adjusted
for small sample sizes [AICc: see Additional file 3: Table
S2A], indicating that this was a relatively weak response.
By contrast, in Pilanesberg there was no evidence that
any of the behavioural response variables significantly
differed according to the social familiarity of the caller,
and null models provided the best fit for the data in all
cases (Table 1A; Figure 1B & D; Additional file 3: Table
S2B). These results suggested poor abilities for social
contextualisation among the Pilanesberg elephants [see
also Additional file 4: Supplementary results].
However, the possibility remained that the contrasting

pattern of responses described above could also be
driven by differences in social attitudes between the pop-
ulations. In particular, lack of opportunity to form bonds
with kin when the Pilanesberg population was founded
may conceivably have led to greater acceptance of
unknown individuals [11,29]. Crucially therefore, our
second series of experiments systematically tested for a
core social skill that has direct functional relevance in
both populations - the ability to discriminate between
unknown callers on the basis of their social dominance
[26-28]. Responding appropriately to more dominant
individuals within the social hierarchy, and thus avoiding
escalated interactions, is fundamental to emerging as
successful within complex fission-fusion societies where
individuals may come into contact with hundreds of
others in the population as they move and feed [3,26-28].
Re-synthesis allowed us to manipulate fundamental (F0)
and formant frequencies in the calls independently, while
leaving other acoustic parameters unchanged, thereby

Table 1 Results of GLMMs investigating the behavioural responses of elephant family groups to playbacks of contact
calls that varied in social affiliation (experiment 1) and social dominance (experiment 2)
A) Experiment 1: Amboseli National Park Pilanesberg National Park

Dependent variable Parameter Estimate s.e. Z-value p-value Estimate s.e. Z-value p-value

Defensive bunching Alien vs. familiar 1.476 0.579 2.548 0.01 0.471 0.703 0.670 0.50

Unfamiliar vs. familiar 1.092 0.678 1.610 0.11 −0.525 0.682 −0.770 0.44

Bunching intensity Alien vs. familiar 0.620 0.319 1.942 0.05 −0.042 0.341 −0.123 0.90

Unfamiliar vs. familiar 0.406 0.373 1.088 0.28 −0.394 0.374 −1.053 0.29

Prolonged listening Alien vs. familiar 1.322 0.635 2.080 0.04 −0.428 0.711 −0.602 0.55

Unfamiliar vs. familiar 0.783 0.737 1.062 0.29 0.080 0.684 0.118 0.91

Investigative smelling Alien vs. familiar 0.062 0.557 0.111 0.91 −0.868 0.727 −1.194 0.23

Unfamiliar vs. familiar 0.506 0.683 0.740 0.46 −0.750 0.706 −1.062 0.29

B) Experiment 2: Amboseli National Park Pilanesberg National Park

Dependent variable Parameter Estimate s.e. Z-value p-value Estimate s.e. Z-value p-value

Defensive bunching Age of caller 0.066 0.019 3.444 <0.001 0.0002 0.021 0.011 0.99

Bunching intensity Age of caller 0.023 0.008 3.026 0.002 0.002 0.009 0.238 0.81

Prolonged listening Age of caller 0.037 0.018 2.073 0.04 0.017 0.020 0.827 0.41

Investigative smelling Age of caller 0.040 0.017 2.390 0.02 −0.032 0.021 −1.537 0.12

For experiment 1, the social affiliation parameter was categorical and the model generated results for the alien and unfamiliar playbacks using the familiar
category as a reference. See also Additional file 3: Table S2 & Table S3.
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creating standardised stimuli that were representative
of callers of the five different ages (see Methods &
Additional file 1: Supplementary experimental proce-
dures and Additional file 2: Figure S1 & Table S1).
In this main set of experiments our results clearly

demonstrated that, while the Amboseli elephants discri-
minated between callers simulating different age classes
and were most defensive to the oldest callers repre-
senting more socially dominant individuals (Table 1B;
Figure 2A & C, Additional file 3: Table S3A), there were
no such differences in discrimination abilities evident in
the Pilanesberg population (Table 1B; Figure 2B & D,
Additional file 3: Table S3B). In particular, there were
marked contrasts in defensive bunching and bunching
intensity in relation to age of caller in Amboseli, with
the oldest callers (simulating more dominant individuals)
eliciting more frequent and stronger defensive bunching
reactions (Table 1B; Figure 2A & C). These results are
also borne out in a direct comparison of the populations
that revealed a significant difference in the sensitivity of
the defensive bunching response of Amboseli elephants
to the age of caller in our playbacks compared with
subjects in Pilanesberg (GLMM: population × age
of caller: Estimate = −0.066, Standard Error = 0.028,
Z value = −2.333, P = 0.02). Furthermore, prolonged liste-
ning and investigative smelling reactions, both indicating
attempts to gather additional information on the caller,
increased significantly with caller age in Amboseli, as
would be predicted if older callers were recognised as

representing a greater threat. However, there was no
evidence of an ability to make these same key distinc-
tions in the Pilanesberg elephants (Table 1B).
It is important to note that while the lower maximum

age of matriarchs in Pilanesberg (age range: 24–47
versus 23–70 in Amboseli) may have contributed to the
poor social discrimination abilities evident here [3,4], it
does not appear to have driven the results. In the basic
social discrimination tests used in the current study there
were no significant interactions between matriarch age
and either social relationship with caller (experiment 1), or
age of caller (experiment 2), in the best models for either
of our study populations (see Additional file 3: Table S2 &
Table S3). Moreover, when the oldest matriarchs (48 years
and over) were removed from the Amboseli dataset for
our main analyses, the results remained statistically signifi-
cant [see Additional file 4: Supplementary results].

Discussion
The ability to maintain important social relationships is
believed to have direct fitness benefits for individuals,
allowing them to maximise survival and reproductive
success in constantly changing socio-ecological envi-
ronments [1,2,30]. This is particularly apparent in large-
brained, social species where information is accumulated
over long life spans [1,3-5,27,31]. However, extremely
disruptive events, including culling, poaching and trans-
location to new areas or capture for captivity can ulti-
mately lead to serious disruption of the intricate social

Figure 1 Defensive bunching of elephant family groups in Amboseli (A & C) and Pilanesberg (B & D) to playbacks of contact calls
from different social categories. Behavioural responses were measured as probability of bunching (A & B) and mean (± s.e.m) bunching
intensity (C & D).
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networks that underpin social structure in these species,
with severe impacts on each individual’s close social
bonds and opportunities for learning from older group
members [9,11,16,19]. Furthermore, such disruption
appears capable of driving aberrant behaviours in social
animals that are akin to the post-traumatic stress
disorder experienced by humans following extremely
traumatic events [16,19]. While elephants in the wild
can appear to exhibit short-term resilience following
social disruption, apparently forming stable and repro-
ductively active family groups (but see 9), the results
presented here suggest that important decision-making
abilities that are likely to impact on fundamental aspects
of the elephant’s complex social behaviour may be sig-
nificantly altered in the long-term.
Our work provides an unusual opportunity to examine

directly links between social structure and inherent
social skills that are at the basis of individual and group-
level interactions in cognitively advanced mammals
[1,2]. Cognition encompasses the mechanisms by which
animals acquire, process, store and act on information
from the environment, including perception, learning,
memory and decision-making [32]. Responses in our
two playback experiments suggest that functionally
important decision-making abilities may be significantly
altered by disruption of the natural structure of kin-
based social relationships. Contrasting patterns of res-
ponses to socially unfamiliar elephants in our initial tests
of social knowledge could conceivably be driven by

differences in social attitudes, if lack of opportunities to
bond with kin in the original Pilanesberg population
resulted in greater acceptance of unknown individuals
[11,29]. However, it is important to note that the
Pilanesberg elephants did not show lower levels of
defensive bunching overall - instead they simply failed to
focus their defensive bunching on the most socially
threatening individuals. Moreover, our main series of
experiments subsequently tested for a social skill with
direct functional relevance in both populations, the
ability to assess age-related social dominance [26-28].
Here again, Pilanesberg elephants were apparently unable
to distinguish between the level of social threat presented
by older versus younger callers.
Previous studies have documented that a single trau-

matic event is sufficient to impact the neurological
development of the mammalian brain [17,18,33,34], and
the large hippocampus of the African elephant, which
mediates social memory, is thought to be particularly
susceptible during growth to adolescence [19]. The relative
importance that such neurological changes might have in
generating impaired decision-making versus the conse-
quences of lack of exposure to older more experienced
group members in the years following the traumatic
event is hard to assess, but both may be important in
driving our results. Exposure to older more expe-
rienced individuals has been shown to facilitate the de-
velopment of functionally important skills in a range of
mammals see [23,24] for reviews, and non-human primates

Figure 2 Defensive bunching of elephant family groups in Amboseli (A & C) and Pilanesberg (B & D) to playbacks of re-synthesised
contact calls simulating 5 different levels of social dominance on the basis of distinct age/size classes (see also Additional file 2: Table
S1 & Figure S1). Behavioural responses were measured as the probability of bunching (A & B) and mean (± s.e.m) bunching intensity (C & D).
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deprived of appropriate role models acquire a smaller set of
learned skills [23,35]. Although social learning has not been
definitively demonstrated in wild African elephants, there is
evidence that knowledge transfer does occur between
experienced and naïve individuals [36] in common with
many other large brained, socially complex species
[23,24,37]. Further studies are now required to partition
out these potential effects, and to assess their generality
across populations that have experienced differing levels
of disturbance.
Understanding the impacts of disrupting social bonds

can both provide crucial insights into processes central to
social evolution and also throw light on the functioning of
advanced mammal societies that have been radically
impacted by human disturbance. Our findings suggest that
the health and social functioning of wild populations of
long-lived and highly social species could be significantly
impacted in the long-term by elevated levels of anthropo-
genic disturbance, which may compromise the ability of
surviving individuals to respond appropriately to their
conspecifics. Impairments to decision-making processes
about threat may also contribute to the development of
abnormally aggressive behaviour in response to other spe-
cies, such as the killing of humans by female elephants in
five populations established from translocated individuals
that were the survivors of culls [38].
Although recent empirical evidence has highlighted

the value of conserving functioning kin-based family
groups, this remains an important issue that is often
overlooked by wildlife practitioners in favour of popula-
tion level management approaches that focus primarily
on abundance [39]. In particular, while the recovery of
populations from human-induced depletion is often
assessed on the basis of numbers, it is now becoming
clear that abnormal social structure may be a more
persistent effect with very significant consequences
[9,11,13,40,41]. These issues are currently very relevant,
as translocation of mammal groups to new areas is
becoming an increasingly common response in dealing
with situations of animal-human conflict [29], whilst the
escalation of poaching is having a dramatic effect on the
structure of many populations [42]. Furthermore, in
future years increasing demands on natural resources
and ecosystem services from human societies is likely to
intensify social disruption and conflict [14,43,44]. There
is an assumption that wildlife responds to such pressures
only in terms of demography, however our study dem-
onstrates that cognitively advanced species such as
elephants that live in complex societies may suffer more
profound effects.

Conclusions
By using playback experiments to systematically assess
social discrimination skills in relation to developmental

history, we provide the first direct evidence that abilities
to process information on social identity and age-related
dominance are severely compromised among African
elephants that had experienced separation from family
members and translocation decades previously. Long-
lived species such as elephants, cetaceans and non-
human-primates naturally exist in complex societies
where behaviour and fitness is strongly affected by social
relationships and exposure to older individuals is likely
to influence knowledge acquisition by younger group
members [1-5]. These critical facets of social living are
often compromised in wild populations subjected to
human disruption [9,11,40], and missing in the majority
of captive environments [45]. Of particular concern,
given the longevity of such species, is that the marked
effects of these disruptions persist in the long-term.

Methods
This work complies with the Association for the Study
of Animal Behaviour/Animal Behaviour Society guide-
lines for the use of animals in research, and received
approval from the Ethical Review Committee at the
University of Sussex. We are grateful to the Kenyan
Office of the President and to Kenya Wildlife Services
for permission to conduct the research in Amboseli
National Park, and to North West Parks and Tourism
Board for permission to undertake this study in Pilanesberg
National Park.

Study populations
Fieldwork was conducted in Amboseli National Park,
Kenya and Pilanesberg National Park, South Africa bet-
ween February 2007 and November 2010. The elephant
population in Amboseli numbered approximately 1500
individuals (including 58 family groups); in Pilanesberg
there were approximately 200 individuals (including 16
family groups). The Amboseli Elephant Research Project
has long-term demographic and behavioural data on the
entire population, including detailed ages for all ele-
phants born after 1971. The Pilanesberg population has
been studied since 2000, with data available for the com-
position of each family group as well as ages for all of
the adult females. Ages were estimated using criteria
that are accepted as a standard in studies of African
elephants [46].

Sound recording and natural playback stimuli
Contact calls of adult female elephants (at least 11 years
old) were used as playback stimuli for both experimental
paradigms. These calls were recorded on digital audio-
tape using equipment specialized for low-frequency
recording: a Sennheiser MKH 110 microphone linked to
either a SonyTCD D10 DAT recorder (with DC modifi-
cation) or a HHb PortaDAT PDR 1000 DAT recorder,
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through an Audio Engineering Ltd power supply (which
incorporated a 5-Hz high-pass filter). With this equip-
ment, the frequency response for recording was flat
(±1 dB) down to at least 10 Hz. All contact calls used as
stimuli were recorded in conditions of low air turbu-
lence, at a distances of 30 m or less from particular
known individual females, often calling in situations
when they were separated from the rest of the group;
calls were only included if the identity of the caller was
completely unambiguous (see also [47,48]). The playback
system used custom-built loudspeakers designed and
constructed by Aylestone Ltd, Cambridge, UK and
Bowers & Wilkins, Steyning, UK. The Aylestone system
was composed of a custom-built sixth-order bass box
loudspeaker with two sound ports linked to either a
Kenwood KAC PS 400 M, Kenwood KAC923 or Kicker
Impulse 1252 xi power amplifier and a HHb PortaDAT
PDR 1000 DAT or Sony TCD D10 recorder (with DC
modification), while the Bowser & Wilkins loudspeaker
was powered by Alpine PDX-1.1000 and MRP-T222
amplifiers, linked to a Tascam HD-P2 digital audio re-
corder. Both playback systems had a lower frequency
limit of 10 Hz and a response that is flat ±4 dB from
approximately 15 Hz.

Social categories in experiment 1
Prior to the playback experiments being carried out,
individual family groups were assigned a contact call for
each social category of caller (familiar, unfamiliar and
alien), based on the observed level of association [see
Additional file 1: Supplementary experimental proce-
dures]. Callers from outside the population were cate-
gorised as alien as these individuals were unknown to
the target family, while the callers from within each
population were ranked from highest level of affiliation
to the lowest using the association indices. The mean
association index value was then calculated across these
playbacks and used as a cut-off to categorise familiar
(≥ mean level of association) and unfamiliar (< mean level
of association) playback presentations for analysis.

Re-synthesis of contact calls for experiment 2
Five individual contact calls were selected from each
study population for re-synthesis, providing ten exem-
plars. Each of these exemplars was then re-synthesised
with respect to age-related acoustic cues (fundamental
frequency and formant frequencies) to produce five dis-
tinct contact calls per exemplar, simulating each female
caller at 15, 25, 35, 45 & 55 years of age [see Additional
file 1: Supplementary experimental procedures]. In this
way, when presenting contact calls in playbacks, we con-
trolled for individually distinctive acoustic characteristics
of callers while systematically varying cues to their age
and dominance. The ‘change gender’ function in PRAAT

[49] was used to generate the appropriate new pitch
median and the formant ratio shift (calculated by dividing
the second formant frequency for the new re-synthesised
age category by the frequency of the exemplar’s original
second formant). This procedure was performed five times
(number of age categories) for each of the ten exemplars.
The spectrograms of the re-synthesised calls were viewed
in PRAAT [49] to ensure that the pitch and formant
frequencies had been adjusted correctly. Subjects were
played stimuli from callers that are unknown to them
(Amboseli elephants were exposed to stimuli from
Pilanesberg and vice versa), so as to prevent any con-
founding effects resulting from recognition.

Playback procedure
A total of 165 playbacks (experiment 1 n = 84, experiment
2 n = 81) were conducted in Amboseli and 109 (experi-
ment 1 n = 57, experiment 2 n = 52) in Pilanesberg. An
opportunistic approach was taken in selecting elephant
family groups for inclusion in each experiment, which
depended upon encountering the family within their
home range in a relaxed behavioural state (e.g. foraging or
resting). In Amboseli 39 families were selected for experi-
ment 1 and 32 for experiment 2, while in Pilanesberg 14
families were selected for experiment 1 and 13 for expe-
riment 2. Each family group was systematically played
contact calls selected from the three categories of social
affiliation (familiar, unfamiliar and alien), and the five re-
synthesised age classes (15–55 years of age from the same
exemplar) in randomised order. Each contact call was
broadcast to the subjects from a fieldwork vehicle that
was located 100 m from the periphery of the family group.
The vehicle was positioned at right angles to the direct
line of sight to the elephants, and the contact calls were
played through the rear door from custom-built loud-
speakers (see above). With this set-up the research vehicle,
to which the elephants were habituated, acted as an effect-
ive visual barrier. Elephants have poor eyesight in com-
parison with their auditory and olfactory senses and
typically respond to playbacks by listening and smelling in
the direction of playback rather than trying to visually
locate the caller [50]. Moreover, previous experiments in
which the calling elephant was a relative revealed that the
searching behaviour of subjects was consistent with them
expecting the caller to be located in the area beyond the
vehicle [47,48]. The peak sound pressure levels of the
contact calls were standardised to 105 dB at 1 m (corre-
sponding to the natural volume of a medium loud contact
call). Sound pressure levels were measured with a
CEL-414/3 sound level meter. A minimum period of
seven days was left between playbacks to avoid ha-
bituation. Playbacks were not given to groups with
calves of less than 1 month, as our previous work
had indicated that the presence of such very young

Shannon et al. Frontiers in Zoology 2013, 10:62 Page 7 of 10
http://www.frontiersinzoology.com/content/10/1/62



calves might result in abnormally high sensitivity to
perceived threat [3].
The behavioural responses of the elephants to play-

back were observed through binoculars and recorded on
a Canon XM2 video camera alongside live commentary.
From video analysis we assessed five key behavioural
measures that described the responses of the family
group following playback (developed from [3,4]):

(1)Bunching: Defensive response to perceived threat by
adult females and their young, which resulted in the
diameter of the family group decreasing after the
broadcast of a playback experiment (calculated in
terms of elephant body lengths).

(2)Bunching intensity: The rate at which a defensive
bunch of adult females and their young occurred.
This measure classifies the overall level of threat
response, scoring bunching intensity on a four-point
scale as follows:
0 no bunching occurred
1 subtle reduction in diameter of the group,

elephants remained relaxed and continue with
pre-playback behaviours (> 3 min for bunch
formation)

2 group formed a coordinated bunch, pre-playback
behaviours such as feeding interrupted (1–3 min
for bunch formation)

3 fast and sudden reduction in diameter of the
group, elephants very alert (< 1 min for bunch
formation)

(3)Prolonged listening: Adult female(s) continued to
exhibit evidence of listening response for more than
3 minutes after playback, where ears are held in a
stiff extended position, often with the head slightly
raised.

(4)Investigative smelling: Adult female(s) engaged in
either up trunk or down trunk smelling to gather
olfactory information on the caller’s identity.

In the case of measures (3) and (4), each behaviour
was scored as occurring if any adult female in the group
engaged in that behaviour.
Two independent observers who did not have access to

the live video commentary, and were blind to the playback
sequence, second coded 25% of the video records com-
prising 68 videos (34 each); an overall agreement of 90%
was achieved on the binary response variables (defensive
bunching 96%, prolonged listening 90%, investigative
smelling 85%) and the spearman’s ρ correlation on
the scores for matriarch bunching intensity was 0.90
(p < 0.0001). It is important to note that the blind
observers obtained this high level of agreement des-
pite the fact that they were not able to score group
behaviour that occasionally occurred off camera or

some instances of smelling when a lowered trunk was
obscured in the video (behaviours that were voiced
on to the live commentary).

Statistical analyses
The playback datasets were analysed separately for each
elephant population using generalised linear mixed
models (GLMMs) in the R statistical package [51]. The
level of association with the caller (familiar, unfamiliar
or alien) was used as the explanatory variable in the first
experimental paradigm, while age of the call broadcast
to the family group was used in the second. Four
GLMM analyses were conducted, one for each of the
key response behaviours (see above) that were selected
as the dependent variables, while family group identity
was entered as a random factor to account for repeated
measures in the experimental design. Null models,
which did not include any explanatory variables, were
generated for each behavioural measure along with more
complex models that investigated the additive and inter-
active effects of matriarch age and the number of adult
females in the family group (variables used in our previous
research as predictors of group-decision making 12 &
13 – see Additional file 4: Supplementary results).
Model selection was performed using Akaike’s informa-
tion criterion adjusted for small sample sizes (AICc) with
lower AICc scores indicating better models; however, a
more complex model with more degrees of freedom was
only selected over a simpler model when the AICc
differed by 2 or more [52].

Additional files

Additional file 1: Supplementary experimental procedures.

Additional file 2: Age of caller and acoustic characteristics.
Table S1. Standard acoustic characteristics for setting the five different
age categories of caller for the resynthesis experiment. Figure S1.
Associated regression plots demonstrating the relationship between age
of caller and two key acoustic parameters, A) fundamental frequency and
B) the frequency of the second formant.

Additional file 3: Model selection using AICc. Table S2. Model
selection results of Generalised Linear Mixed Models (GLMMs) for the
four key response behaviours of elephant matriarchs to playbacks of
callers in different social categories. Table S3. Model selection results
of Generalised Linear Mixed Models (GLMMs) for the four key response
behaviours of elephant matriarchs to playbacks simulating callers of
different levels of social dominance on the basis of distinct age/size
classes.

Additional file 4: Supplementary results.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors’ contributions
KM, GS and RS designed the study and conceived the experiments. GS, KM
and KS conducted the experiments. GS, KM and SD performed the statistical
analysis and wrote the manuscript. JP and CM contributed essential data.
All authors read, revised and approved the final version.

Shannon et al. Frontiers in Zoology 2013, 10:62 Page 8 of 10
http://www.frontiersinzoology.com/content/10/1/62

http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1742-9994-10-62-S1.docx
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1742-9994-10-62-S2.docx
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1742-9994-10-62-S3.docx
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1742-9994-10-62-S4.docx


Acknowledgments
We thank the Leverhulme Trust (grant no. F/00 230/AC), the National
Geographic Society (grant no. 7977–06), and the Amarula Elephant Research
Programme for funding this work. We are grateful to the Kenyan Office of
the President and to Kenya Wildlife Services for permission to conduct the
research in Amboseli National Park, to North West Parks and Tourism Board
for permission to undertake this study in Pilanesberg National Park, and to
Kenya Airways, P. B. Allen and B & W Loudspeakers for logistical support and
provision of equipment. We also thank the Amboseli Trust for Elephants for
facilitating this study, Samantha Jonker and Patricia Hampson for assistance
in the field, Chris Darwin and David Reby for advice on re-synthesising calls,
Line Cordes and Leanne Proops for second coding of video records and
Nathalie Pettorelli for statistical advice.

Author details
1Mammal Vocal Communication & Cognition Research, School of
Psychology, University of Sussex, Brighton BN1 9QH, UK. 2Institute of
Zoology, Zoological Society of London, Regents Park, London NW1 4RY, UK.
3Amboseli Elephant Research Project, Amboseli Trust for Elephants, PO Box
15135, Langata, Nairobi 00509, Kenya. 4Amarula Elephant Research
Programme, School of Biological and Conservation Sciences, University of
Kwazulu-Natal, Westville Campus, Pvt. Bag 54001, Durban 4000, South Africa.
5ElephantVoices, Buskhelinga 3, Sandefjord 3236, Norway.

Received: 23 July 2013 Accepted: 9 October 2013
Published: 23 October 2013

References
1. Silk JB, Beehner JC, Bergman TJ, Crockford C, Engh AL, Moscovice LR,

Wittig RM, Seyfarth RM, Cheney DL: Strong and consistent social bonds
enhance the longevity of female baboons. Curr Biol 2010, 20:1359–1361.

2. Silk JB: The adaptive value of sociality in mammalian groups. Phil Trans R
Soc B 2007, 362:539–559.

3. McComb K, Moss C, Durant SM, Baker L, Sayialel S: Matriarchs as
repositories of social knowledge in African elephants. Science 2001,
292:491–494.

4. McComb K, Shannon G, Durant SM, Sayialel K, Slotow R, Poole J, Moss C:
Leadership in elephants: the adaptive value of age. Proc R Soc B 2011,
278:3270–3276.

5. McAuliffe K, Whitehead H: Eusociality, menopause and information in
matrilineal whales. Trends Ecol Evol 2005, 20:650.

6. Caswell H, Fujiwara M, Brault S: Declining survival probability threatens
the North Atlantic right whale. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 1999,
96:3308–3313.

7. Campbell G, Kuehl H, N’Goran Kouamé P, Boesch C: Alarming decline of
West African chimpanzees in Côte d’Ivoire. Curr Biol 2008, 18:R903–R905.

8. Bouché P, Douglas-Hamilton I, Wittemyer G, Nianogo AJ, Doucet J, Lejeune
P, Vermeulen C: Will elephants soon disappear from West African
savannahs? PLoS One 2011, 6:e20619. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0020619.

9. Gobush KS, Mutayoba BM, Wasser SK: Long-term impacts of poaching on
relatedness, stress physiology and reproductive output of adult female
African elephants. Conserv Biol 2008, 22:1590–1599.

10. Tingvold HG, Fyumagwa R, Bech C, Baardsen LF, Rosenlund H, Røskaf E:
Determining adrenocortical activity as a measure of stress in African
elephants (Loxodonta africana) in relation to human activities in
Serengeti ecosystem. Afr J Ecol. in press.

11. Gobush S, Wasser SK: Behavioural correlates of low relatedness in African
elephant core groups of a poached population. Anim Behav 2008,
78:1079–1086.

12. Jachowski DS, Slotow R, Millspaugh JJ: Physiological stress and
refuge behavior by African elephants. PLoS One 2012, 7(2):e31818.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0031818.

13. Milner JM, Nilsen EB, Andreassen HP: Demographic side effects of
selective hunting in ungulates and carnivores. Con Bio 2007, 21:36–47.

14. Millennium Ecosystem Assessment: Ecosystems and human well-being:
biodiversity synthesis. Washington DC: World Resources Institute; 2005.

15. Greve W, Kierdorf H, Kierdorf U: The akela effect - is there an evolutionary
benefit from senators in mammals? Biol Hyp 2009, 2:213–216.

16. Bradshaw GA, Schore AN, Brown JL, Poole JH, Moss CJ: Elephant
breakdown. Nature 2005, 433:807.

17. Lukas M, Bredewold R, Landgraf R, Neumann ID, Veenema AH:
Early life stress impairs social recognition due to a blunted
response of vasopressin release within the septum of adult male rats.
Psychoeuroendocrino 2011, 36:843–853.

18. Lupien SJ, McEwen BS, Gunnar MR, Heim C: Effects of stress throughout
the lifespan on the brain behaviour and cognition. Nat Rev Neurosci 2009,
10:434–446.

19. Bradshaw GA, Schore AN: How elephants are opening doors:
developmental neuroethology, attachment and social context.
Ethology 2007, 113:426–436.

20. Bradshaw GA, Capaldo T, Linder L, Grow G: Building an inner sanctuary:
complex PTSD in chimpanzees. J Trauma Dissoc 2008, 9:9–34.

21. Slotow R, Van Dyk G, Poole JH, Page B, Klocke A: Older bull elephants
control young males. Nature 2000, 408:425–426.

22. Slotow R, Dyk G: Role of delinquent young “orphan” male elephants in
high mortality of white rhinoceros in Pilanesberg National Park, South
Africa. Koedoe 2001, 44:85–94.

23. Van S chaik CP, Burkart JM: Social learning and evolution: the cultural
intelligence hypothesis. Phil Trans R Soc B 2011, 366:1008–1016.

24. Thornton A, Clutton-Brock T: Social learning and the development of
individual and group behaviour in mammal societies. Phil Trans R Soc B
2011, 366:978–987.

25. Moss C: The demography of an African elephant (Loxodonta africana)
population in Amboseli, Kenya. J Zool (Lond) 2001, 255:145–156.

26. Archie EA, Morrison TA, Foley CAH, Moss CJ, Alberts SC: Dominance rank
relationships among wild female African elephants, Loxodonta africana.
Anim Behav 2006, 71:117–127.

27. Wittemyer G, Getz WM, Vollrath F, Douglas-Hamilton I: Social dominance,
seasonal movements, and spatial segregation in African elephants: a
contribution to conservation behaviour. Behav Ecol Sociobiol 2007,
61:1919–1931.

28. Wittemyer G, Getz WM: Hierarchical dominance structure and social
organization in African elephants, Loxodonta africana. Anim Behav 2007,
73:671–681.

29. Pinter-Wollman N, Isbell LA, Hart LA: The relationship between social
behavior and habitat familiarity in African elephants (Loxodonta
africana). Proc R Soc B 2009, 276:1009–1014.

30. Cameron EZ, Setsaas TH, Linklater WL: Social bonds between unrelated
females increase reproductive success in feral horses. Proc Natl Acad Sci
USA 2009, 106:13850–13853.

31. Connor RC: Dolphin social intelligence: complex alliance relationships in
bottlenose dolphins and a consideration of selective environments for
extreme brain size evolution in mammals. Philos Trans Roy Soc B 2007,
362:587–602.

32. Shettleworth SJ: Cognition, evolution and behaviour, second edition. Oxford:
Oxford University Press; 2010.

33. Wiedenmayer CP: Adaptations or pathologies? long term changes in
brain and behaviour after a single exposure to severe threat.
Neurosci Biobehav R 2004, 28:1–12.

34. Clinchy M, Schulkin J, Zanette LY, Sheriff MJ, McGowan PO, Boonstra R:
The neurological ecology of fear: insights neuroscientists and
ecologists have to offer one another. Front Behav Neurosci 2011, 5:21.
doi:10.3389/fnbeh.2011.00021.

35. Morimura N, Mori Y: Effects of early rearing conditions on problem-
solving skill in captive male chimpanzees (Pan troglodytes). Am J Primatol
2010, 72:626–633.

36. Bates LA, Handford R, Lee PC, Nijiraini N, Poole JH, Sayialel K, Sayialel S,
Moss CJ, Byrne RW: Why do African elephants (Loxodonta africana)
simulate oestrus? An analysis of longitudinal data. PLoS One 2010,
5(4):e10052. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0010052.

37. Kuczaj SA, Yeater D, Highfill L: How selective is social learning in dolphins?
Int J Comp Psychol 2012, 25:221–236.

38. Slotow R, Whyte I, Hofmeyr M, Kerley GHI, Conway T, Scholes R: Lethal
management of elephants. In Assessment of South African elephant
management. Edited by Scholes RJ, Mennell KG. Johannesburg:
Witwatersrand Univ Press; 2008:370–405.

39. Rutledge LY, Patterson BR, Mills KJ, Loveless KM, Murray DL, White BN:
Protection from harvesting restores the natural social structure of
eastern wolf packs. Biol Cons 2010, 143:332–339.

40. Williams R, Lusseau D: A killer whale social network is vulnerable to
targeted removals. Biol Lett 2006, 2:497–500.

Shannon et al. Frontiers in Zoology 2013, 10:62 Page 9 of 10
http://www.frontiersinzoology.com/content/10/1/62

Christina Scaringe




41. Wade PR, Reeves RR, Mesnick SL: Social and behavioural factors in
cetacean responses to overexploitation: are odontocetes less “resilient”
than mysticetes. J Marin Biol 2012, 15. doi:10.1155/2012/567276.

42. Wittemyer G, Daballen D, Douglas-Hamilton I: Comparative demography
of an at-risk African elephant population. PLoS One 2013, 8(1):e53726.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0053726.

43. Menghestab H: Weather patterns, food security and humanitarian
response in sub-Saharan Africa. Phil Trans R Soc B 2005, 360:2169–2182.

44. Hsiang SM, Meng KC, Cane MA: Civil conflicts are associated with the
global climate. Nature 2011, 476:438–441.

45. Clubb R, Rowcliffe M, Lee P, Mar KU, Moss C, Mason GJ: Compromised
survivorship in zoo elephants. Science 2008, 322:1649.

46. Moss C: Getting to know a population. In Studying elephants. Edited by
Kangwana K. Kenya: African Wildlife Foundation Nairobi; 1996:58–74.

47. McComb K, Moss C, Sayialel S, Baker L: Unusually extensive networks of
vocal recognition in African elephants. Anim Behav 2000, 59:1103–1109.

48. McComb K, Reby D, Baker L, Moss C, Sayialel S: Long-distance
communication of acoustic cues to social identity in African elephants.
Anim Behav 2003, 65:317–329.

49. Boersma P, Weenink D: Praat version 5.2.21. The Netherlands: University of
Amsterdam; 2011. www.praat.org.

50. McComb K, Reby D, Moss C: Vocal communication and social knowledge
in African elephants. In The Amboseli Elephants: a long-term perspective on
a long-lived mammal. Edited by Moss CJ, Croze HJ. Chicago: Chicago
University Press; 2011:162–173.

51. R Development Core Team: R: a language and environment for statistical
computing. Vienna, Austria: R Foundation for Statistical Computing; 2012.
2.15.1.

52. Burnham KP, Anderson DR: Model selection and multimodel inference: A
practical information-theoretical approach. New York: Springer; 2002.

doi:10.1186/1742-9994-10-62
Cite this article as: Shannon et al.: Effects of social disruption in
elephants persist decades after culling. Frontiers in Zoology 2013 10:62.

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Shannon et al. Frontiers in Zoology 2013, 10:62 Page 10 of 10
http://www.frontiersinzoology.com/content/10/1/62

http://www.praat.org


Label: "International Wildlife Conservation
Council/FOIA/Records 8001-9000"

Created by:joshua_winchell@fws.gov

Total Messages in label:1023 (1000 conversations)

Created: 12-28-2017 at 04:35 AM



Conversation Contents
DOI's intention to establish an International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carolyn Bocian <bocianc@yahoo.com>

From: Carolyn Bocian <bocianc@yahoo.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 12:09:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: DOI's intention to establish an International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell:

I am vehemently opposed to the establishment of an International Wildlife Conservation Council.
 As a biologist who has lived and worked in Africa for many years, I am convinced that trophy
hunting has NOTHING to do with wildlife or habitat conservation.  Rather, trophy hunting
contributes to the breakdown of wildlife societies and populations, and will surely lead to the
extinction of the African elephant, rhino and lion.  There is an ABUNDANCE of scientific and
economic evidence supporting these claims.  Secretary Zinke has an obligation to read and
consider this evidence.

The creation of this council will do nothing but shame the United States on an international
scale.  I am an American citizen and I love my country, but I am appalled at the cavalier and
lawless attitude of the Trump administration.

Furthermore, there is no reason for creating an International Wildlife Conservation Council
because one with a similar purview already exists - the Wildlife and Hunting Heritage Council.
 This would be a duplicative effort and a complete waste of taxpayers' money.

We do not have the right to devastate wildlife populations.  Why has the Department of the
Interior become more like the Department of Commerce?

Please consider that the vast majority of Americans do not want to see our country become a
pariah on the world stage.

Sincerely,

Dr. Carolyn Bocian
2101 Lake Ave.
Baltimore, MD 21218  USA

*****************************************************
Carolyn M. Bocian, Ph.D.
Co-director, Wildlife Ambassadors and
Rainbow Eco-Farm and Training Center
Gauteng, South Africa
www.rainboweco-farm-trainingcenter.org
bocianc@yahoo.com
+27.71.547.9716

http://www.rainboweco-farm-trainingcenter.org/
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"marcylauer@charter.net" <marcylauer@charter.net>

From: "marcylauer@charter.net" <marcylauer@charter.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 12:03:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Tasharp_1@mail.com" <Tasharp_1@mail.com>

From: "Tasharp_1@mail.com" <Tasharp_1@mail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:58:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Todd Sharp Tasharp_1@mail.com AZ US
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Carol Diedrichs-Himes <cspirit333@roadrunner.com>

From: Carol Diedrichs-Himes <cspirit333@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:58:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Carol Diedrichs-Himes 4544 Liberty Road South Euclid, OH 44121
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"juanita.f@gmail.com" <juanita.f@gmail.com>

From: "juanita.f@gmail.com" <juanita.f@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:56:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Sandy.guillot@icloud.com" <Sandy.guillot@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:51:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Guillot Sandy.guillot@icloud.com LA
US
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"Gilmore.dianna58@gmail.com" <Gilmore.dianna58@gmail.com>

From: "Gilmore.dianna58@gmail.com" <Gilmore.dianna58@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:50:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Gilmore.dianna56@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dianna Gilmore
Gilmore.dianna58@gmail.com WA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fante002@verizon.net" <fante002@verizon.net>

From: "fante002@verizon.net" <fante002@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:47:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Fante fante002@verizon.net NJ US
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Opposition to Int. Wildlife Cons. Council creation

MerleAnn McVay <merleannz@yahoo.com>

From: MerleAnn McVay <merleannz@yahoo.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:43:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposition to Int. Wildlife Cons. Council creation

Dear Mr. Winchell

 I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy
hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making.
The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting
taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to
promote this deadly industry.

Sincerely

MerleAnn McVay

Portland, Oregon
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"streetrodders@twc.com" <streetrodders@twc.com>

From: "streetrodders@twc.com" <streetrodders@twc.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:42:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"kbfoz00@citlink.net" <kbfoz00@citlink.net>

From: "kbfoz00@citlink.net" <kbfoz00@citlink.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:33:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, SARA FOSMIRE kbfoz00@citlink.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ashokafan2002@hotmail.com" <ashokafan2002@hotmail.com>

From: "ashokafan2002@hotmail.com" <ashokafan2002@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:29:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lilianna Bolton ashokafan2002@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pjmotu@gmail.com" <pjmotu@gmail.com>

From: "pjmotu@gmail.com" <pjmotu@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:27:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"sissy10354@hotmail.com" <sissy10354@hotmail.com>

From: "sissy10354@hotmail.com" <sissy10354@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:26:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peggy Bosley sissy10354@hotmail.com US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Scott Rondeau <info@candybouquetwauwatosa.com>

From: Scott Rondeau <info@candybouquetwauwatosa.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:25:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Scott Rondeau 1953 Norhardt Drive Corner of 88th and North, acro
Brookfield, WI 53045 2623520530
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"uttmost@live.com" <uttmost@live.com>

From: "uttmost@live.com" <uttmost@live.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:22:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: Eileen Sutz <seaspiriteileen@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:17:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: COMMENT Re: International Wildlife Conservation Council

I oppose this 100%. Here are several reasons why:

- Over the last 100 years, hunting has been the main conservation method employed in main
countries yet wildlife numbers keep declining. If trophy hunting was so great for conservation,
why have African lions declined by 95% since the 1940's? The numbers simply do not support
the assertion that trophy hunting benefits conservation.

- Despite assertions that trophy hunting helps communities, most of the money goes to middle
men and does not make its way to local communities. 

- Trophy hunting can be linked to poaching. This can range from instances like with Cecil the
lion, where hunters break the law, to poachers using trophy hunting as a smokescreen for a
more in depth poaching operation. 

- Trophy hunting fees incentivize managers to inflate numbers to bring in more money, putting
species at risk. 

- As we saw by the visceral reaction  to Cecil the Lion, trophy hunting is simply not morally
acceptable to most Americans. Our society sees it as outdated, cruel and needless. Please do
not expand this elitist and brutal pastime but instead acknowledge that most Americans are now
gravitating to more non-consumptive activities such as wildlife watching, bird watching, hiking,
kayaking and the like. 

- IF THE COUNCIL GOES FORWARD, I nominate Born Free CEO and General Counsel,
Parsham Khetan to sit on the council. 

- For the foregoing reasons, I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation
Council.

Please submit my comment and thank you for your consideration .

Eileen Sutz
Chicago, Il
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"angelafloyd86@gmail.com" <angelafloyd86@gmail.com>

From: "angelafloyd86@gmail.com" <angelafloyd86@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:15:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angela Floyd angelafloyd86@gmail.com US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

KJ Linarez <chacosadie@gmail.com>

From: KJ Linarez <chacosadie@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:10:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms KJ Linarez 5249 Manzanita Carmichael, CA 95608 9163318952
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"esusan1@mindspring.com" <esusan1@mindspring.com>

From: "esusan1@mindspring.com" <esusan1@mindspring.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:10:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, E. Susan Boydsutn
esusan1@mindspring.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"chacosadie@gmail.com" <chacosadie@gmail.com>

From: "chacosadie@gmail.com" <chacosadie@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:09:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"sgosdick@att.net" <sgosdick@att.net>

From: "sgosdick@att.net" <sgosdick@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:08:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cmcdaniel14@gmail.com" <cmcdaniel14@gmail.com>

From: "cmcdaniel14@gmail.com" <cmcdaniel14@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:06:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chris McDaniel cmcdaniel14@gmail.com US
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ljmintun123@gmail.com

"ljmintun123@gmail.com" <ljmintun123@gmail.com>

From: "ljmintun123@gmail.com" <ljmintun123@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:03:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: ljmintun123@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Mintun ljmintun123@gmail.com WA US
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"Snejanka.sotirova55@gmail.com" <Snejanka.sotirova55@gmail.com>

From: "Snejanka.sotirova55@gmail.com"
<Snejanka.sotirova55@gmail.com>

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 11:03:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Снежка Яначкова
Snejanka.sotirova55@gmail.com BG
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"gwilder@naplesgarden.org" <gwilder@naplesgarden.org>

From: "gwilder@naplesgarden.org" <gwilder@naplesgarden.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:59:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"eeevans8@gmail.com" <eeevans8@gmail.com>

From: "eeevans8@gmail.com" <eeevans8@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:57:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ellen Evans eeevans8@gmail.com US
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"penj@cox.net" <penj@cox.net>

From: "penj@cox.net" <penj@cox.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:53:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: Susan How <ssnthw@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:51:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: I oppose the International Wildlife Conservation Council

I write to oppose the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council as a means of
legalizing trophy hunting.
Through the history of trophy hunting we have seen nothing but a decline in trophy species.
While many factors play a role in that decline, trophy hunting in no way mitigates those
population losses.
In fact, the desired goal of trophy hunting is to bag a large, healthy specimen. This is quite the
opposite of natural, biological control of wild populations in which predators harvest the weak,
old and ill.
Killing prime individuals over time actually weakens the gene pool through removal of the finest
breeding animals.
I write as a biologist specialized in evolutionary ecology, but every farmer demonstrates this
principle in their livestock breeding programs. Why not work in the same spirit of husbandry to
encourage the preservation of the most fit within wildlife populations rather than their slaughter
for mere bragging rights?
Further, legitimation of trophy hunting encourages poaching. There can hardly be adequate
policing of poachers in these large landscapes of countries with widespread poverty where
people in survival mode have few scruples. Nor, it turns out, do a certain number of wealthy
hunters. Case in point, Cecil the Lion.
For all these reasons and many more, the time of trophy hunting is long past. Conservation of
the remaining populations of these magnificent large species is NOT improved by trophy
hunting, and it must not be allowed.
Susan How
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"sueboughton@gmail.com" <sueboughton@gmail.com>

From: "sueboughton@gmail.com" <sueboughton@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:47:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Boughton sueboughton@gmail.com
US
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Andrea Everage <aeverage78@gmail.com>

From: Andrea Everage <aeverage78@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:47:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Andrea Everage 5922 NW 28th Terrace Gainesville, FL 32653 2606022692
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"jaubert-f@hotmail.fr" <jaubert-f@hotmail.fr>

From: "jaubert-f@hotmail.fr" <jaubert-f@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:47:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"aeverage78@gmail.com" <aeverage78@gmail.com>

From: "aeverage78@gmail.com" <aeverage78@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:46:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrea Everage aeverage78@gmail.com US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joel Graves <joelgraves@mac.com>

From: Joel Graves <joelgraves@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:45:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Joel Graves 5355 Dockweiler Pl Los Angeles, CA 90019 3106146284
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"trahan78@outlook.com" <trahan78@outlook.com>

From: "trahan78@outlook.com" <trahan78@outlook.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:36:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terry Trahan trahan78@outlook.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"justanotheroldteacher@gmail.com" <justanotheroldteacher@gmail.com>

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

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:33:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"julie.robertson@firstclearing.com" <julie.robertson@firstclearing.com>

From: "julie.robertson@firstclearing.com"
<julie.robertson@firstclearing.com>

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:31:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"reynolds846@verizon.net" <reynolds846@verizon.net>

From: "reynolds846@verizon.net" <reynolds846@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:29:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Reynolds reynolds846@verizon.net
US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathy Gynane <kmgynane@gmail.com>

From: Kathy Gynane <kmgynane@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:29:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Kathy Gynane 133 Lake St Peterborough, ON K9J 2H2



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"extractedexpressions@riseup.net" <extractedexpressions@riseup.net>

From: "extractedexpressions@riseup.net"
<extractedexpressions@riseup.net>

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:28:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jcwaj@verizon.net" <jcwaj@verizon.net>

From: "jcwaj@verizon.net" <jcwaj@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:25:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ggryan8846@gmail.com" <ggryan8846@gmail.com>

From: "ggryan8846@gmail.com" <ggryan8846@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:17:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gerald Ryan ggryan8846@gmail.com NJ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jeannebradbury@gmail.com" <jeannebradbury@gmail.com>

From: "jeannebradbury@gmail.com" <jeannebradbury@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:15:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"edithfrank@hotmail.com" <edithfrank@hotmail.com>

From: "edithfrank@hotmail.com" <edithfrank@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:13:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, edith frank edithfrank@hotmail.com US
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"mjp.0968@gmail.com" <mjp.0968@gmail.com>

From: "mjp.0968@gmail.com" <mjp.0968@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:06:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Pinon mjp.0968@gmail.com OR US
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"fabianehenrichadv@gmail.com" <fabianehenrichadv@gmail.com>

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

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"krazyraven@comcast.net" <krazyraven@comcast.net>

From: "krazyraven@comcast.net" <krazyraven@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 10:02:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"adstrang@comcast.net" <adstrang@comcast.net>

From: "adstrang@comcast.net" <adstrang@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:59:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lynlov45@comcast.net" <lynlov45@comcast.net>

From: "lynlov45@comcast.net" <lynlov45@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:55:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynne Lovinger lynlov45@comcast.net PA
US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Judith Hankins <judithhankins06@comcast.net>

From: Judith Hankins <judithhankins06@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:54:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Judith Hankins 5561 Milmar Drive North Jacksonville, FL 32207
9047248188
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sandra Wright <marysue007@gmail.com>

From: Sandra Wright <marysue007@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:51:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Sandra Wright 452 Horner Ave Toronto, ON m8w 2b4
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bellalucian@verizon.net" <bellalucian@verizon.net>

From: "bellalucian@verizon.net" <bellalucian@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:50:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"gailwillmott1948@icloud.com" <gailwillmott1948@icloud.com>

From: "gailwillmott1948@icloud.com" <gailwillmott1948@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:50:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail Willmott gailwillmott1948@icloud.com
OH US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cdegaglia@gmail.com" <cdegaglia@gmail.com>

From: "cdegaglia@gmail.com" <cdegaglia@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:48:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

sylvie lemmet <sylvielemmet@mailoo.org>

From: sylvie lemmet <sylvielemmet@mailoo.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:43:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mme sylvie lemmet 2 rue des cezeaux 2 AYDAT, ot 63970 780572482



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ida Ho <dogcat@gmail.com>

From: Ida Ho <dogcat@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:41:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Ida Ho 1 Peak Road Cheung Chau, DC 13141

Ida Ho <dogcat@gmail.com>

From: Ida Ho <dogcat@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:41:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Ida Ho 1 Peak Road Cheung Chau, DC 13141
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mccarney3@gmail.com" <mccarney3@gmail.com>

From: "mccarney3@gmail.com" <mccarney3@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:40:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, samantha mccarney mccarney3@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jeanette@bigsky.net" <jeanette@bigsky.net>

From: "jeanette@bigsky.net" <jeanette@bigsky.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:38:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"andouglass91@gmail.com" <andouglass91@gmail.com>

From: "andouglass91@gmail.com" <andouglass91@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:37:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amanda Douglass andouglass91@gmail.com
US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Roslyn Bralley <roseo66@me.com>

From: Roslyn Bralley <roseo66@me.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:13:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Roslyn Bralley Long Lenexa, KS 66216 913-631-4378
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tammy Durante <Tamdurante@cfl.rr.com>

From: Tammy Durante <Tamdurante@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:12:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Tammy Durante 1328 Tipperary Drive Melbourne, FL 32940
3214469880
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"celeste_harrison@hotmail.com" <celeste_harrison@hotmail.com>

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

Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:33:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"celeste_harrison@hotmail.com" <celeste_harrison@hotmail.com>

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



Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:32:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"kathycabanas123@gmail.com" <kathycabanas123@gmail.com>

From: "kathycabanas123@gmail.com" <kathycabanas123@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:31:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Cabanas
kathycabanas123@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"katel971@juno.com" <katel971@juno.com>

From: "katel971@juno.com" <katel971@juno.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:30:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kate Lindemann katel971@juno.com NY US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lynne Roth <tutu.s.ohana@gmail.com>

From: Lynne Roth <tutu.s.ohana@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:22:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Lynne Roth 1007 S. 12th Ave Apt 1 Marshalltowm, IA 50158
6413529164
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kristen Allbritton <kristen_allbritton@hotmail.com>

From: Kristen Allbritton <kristen_allbritton@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:18:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Kristen Allbritton 9817 Coyote Pass Trl McKinney, TX 75071
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"agarc218@calpoly.edu" <agarc218@calpoly.edu>

From: "agarc218@calpoly.edu" <agarc218@calpoly.edu>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:17:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Agustin Garcia agarc218@calpoly.edu US
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"cristina.souza@verizon.net" <cristina.souza@verizon.net>

From: "cristina.souza@verizon.net" <cristina.souza@verizon.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:12:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cristina Souza cristina.souza@verizon.net
US
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"fisherdude47@comcast.net" <fisherdude47@comcast.net>

From: "fisherdude47@comcast.net" <fisherdude47@comcast.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:00:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Richard Creeger fisherdude47@comcast.net
US
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"staceyholliday22@gmail.com" <staceyholliday22@gmail.com>

From: "staceyholliday22@gmail.com" <staceyholliday22@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 09:00:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacey Holliday staceyholliday22@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cinerina@mac.com" <cinerina@mac.com>

From: "cinerina@mac.com" <cinerina@mac.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:57:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
After all the great strides we have made toward protecting vulnerable species, this is simply
incomprehensible and completely reprehensible. I am responding to the formation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8,
2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council
undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council
would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered,
or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife
populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this
approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karina M Walsh cinerina@mac.com CA US
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"magroves196@hotmail.com" <magroves196@hotmail.com>

From: "magroves196@hotmail.com" <magroves196@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:48:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Easton magroves196@hotmail.com WA
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fuzzy_ferret@hotmail.com" <fuzzy_ferret@hotmail.com>

From: "fuzzy_ferret@hotmail.com" <fuzzy_ferret@hotmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:48:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"donnajuzkiw1946@gmail.com" <donnajuzkiw1946@gmail.com>

From: "donnajuzkiw1946@gmail.com" <donnajuzkiw1946@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:47:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Juzkiw donnajuzkiw1946@gmail.com
IL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"leber2000@gmail.com" <leber2000@gmail.com>

From: "leber2000@gmail.com" <leber2000@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:42:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, susan leber leber2000@gmail.com NY US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"relatesolve@gmail.com" <relatesolve@gmail.com>

From: "relatesolve@gmail.com" <relatesolve@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:41:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"traceycogan2@gmail.com" <traceycogan2@gmail.com>

From: "traceycogan2@gmail.com" <traceycogan2@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:40:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracey Cogan traceycogan2@gmail.com ZA
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tedameron@att.net" <tedameron@att.net>

From: "tedameron@att.net" <tedameron@att.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:39:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"Flamingfeather(Beth) C." <riverhudson3@gmail.com>

From: "Flamingfeather(Beth) C." <riverhudson3@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:36:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Flamingfeather(Beth) C. 2080 W. La Loma Drive Rancho Cordova,
CA 95670 9169286323



Conversation Contents
I oppose the International Wildlife Conservation Council and it's mission

Teresa Catford <teresacatford@gmail.com>

From: Teresa Catford <teresacatford@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:27:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: I oppose the International Wildlife Conservation Council and it's
mission

I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation Council (IWCC). The mandate
and proposed membership of the IWCC shows that this council will be focused on promoting the
hunting industry, not conservation.  Zinke is placing sole emphasis on hunting wildlife, which
could have serious implications on wildlife conservation in Africa. 

The mandate and the membership show the bias toward hunting:

Mandate/focus of the IWCC as per the DOI - "...(i)...public engagement...education on the
benefits of international hunting; (ii)...seek to resume the legal trade of [banned] items;
(iii)...streamlining/expediting the process of import permits; and (iv) review the Endangered
Species Act’s foreign listed species";
Those with commercial interests (individuals representing the firearms and ammunitions
manufacturing industry) are being specifically targeted as constituents in the IWCC
membership.

I expect my government to be global leader in the fight to reverse the dangerous declines
among Africa’s most iconic species—such as elephant, rhino, and lion and create policy based
on science. IWCC does the exact opposite and promotes a U.S. policy on wildlife conservation
dictated by professional hunters and the gun lobby.

Big game hunting not sustainable - particularly in light of other pressures on populations
including poaching, deaths from conflicts with ranchers and habitat loss. For example, there are
between 20,000 and 35,000 wild lions remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy
hunters. This is 2 and 3% of the population - killed each year by big game hunters alone. Over
the last 100 years, hunting has been the main conservation method employed in main countries
yet wildlife numbers keep declining. Zinke and the Safari Club International promote trophy
hunting as great for conservation, however  African lions declined by 95% since the 1940's.  The
numbers simply do not support the assertion that trophy hunting benefits conservation.

Americans oppose trophy hunting. The widespread outcry over the needless, illegal death of
Cecil the Lion, shows that trophy hunting is not morally acceptable to most Americans who see
it as outdated, cruel and needless. 

Please do not expand this elitist and brutal pastime with the creation of the IWCC.

If the IWCC goes forward, I nominate Born Free CEO and General Counsel, Parsham Khetan to
sit on the council and other conservationists who represent my views which are the views of
most Americans. The balance of IWCC membership should represent public sentiment against



trophy hunting as well as actual science - not commercial interests.

Teresa Catford 
Shoreline WA
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nan Towle <ntowle222@gmail.com>

From: Nan Towle <ntowle222@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 08:25:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Nan Towle 38 Old Colony Way Scituate, MA 02066 7815454391
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Wildlife Conservation Council

Joyce allbritain <joyceallbritain1209@gmail.com>

From: Joyce allbritain <joyceallbritain1209@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 07:44:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Wildlife Conservation Council

Mr Winchell, 
      Just a quick note to express my opposition to the Dept of Interior plan to form a Wildlife
Conservation Council. This would increase the powers of the trophy hunters, waste taxpayers
money to promote a horrific deadly industry, and undermine the conservation of threatened and
endangered species.
Thank you for your consideration on this very important matter.
Sincerely, 
Joyce Allbritain 
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Judy Erickson <Judygerickson@gmail.com>

From: Judy Erickson <Judygerickson@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 07:16:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Judy Erickson 1136 Eastridge Way Las vegas, NV NV
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Deb Lincoln <deb.lincoln@gmail.com>

From: Deb Lincoln <deb.lincoln@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 07:08:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Deb Lincoln 7800 ILTIS DR APT C35 Urbandale, IA 50322
6236401990
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Council to Promote International Trophy Hunting for US Citizens

Donna Wiedrich <donnawiedrich@gmail.com>

From: Donna Wiedrich <donnawiedrich@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 06:45:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Council to Promote International Trophy Hunting for US Citizens

I strongly oppose the council to promote trophy hunting for US citizens. Trophy hunting is not
conservation. If it were Africa's wildlife would not be declining at such a drastic rate. Less than
30,000 lions left, down from 300,000 just 50 years ago.

The majority of Americans oppose trophy hunting as was demonstrated by the enormous public
outrage over Cecil the lion's death. Most of us feel that trophy hunting is outdated, cruel and
damaging to wildlife populations. Also hunters go for the biggest and healthiest animals which
result in a weaker gene pool.

Trophy hunting only benefits a small number of privileged individuals and does nothing but
damage wildlife populations. The money from this outdated sport does not make it to the local
communities in need but rather lines the pockets of middle men and corrupt politicians. Please
do not allow this council to move forward but instead look to other more sustainable ways to
conserve our planet's precious wildlife for future generations.

With regards,
Donna Wiedrich
Asheville, NC 
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Martin Reifinger <m.reifinger@gmx.net>

From: Martin Reifinger <m.reifinger@gmx.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 06:35:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Martin Reifinger Karnabrunnerstraße 25 Weinsteig, MD 21114
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"José Gimeno" <jmvallsgim@gmail.com>

From: "José Gimeno" <jmvallsgim@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 05:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, señor. José Gimeno c/Mercè Amell, 10; bajos 4ª; Urb. Vallpineda Sant
Pere de Ribes, (Barcelona), CA 08810
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Monique Scheurer <shayeneart@gmail.com>

From: Monique Scheurer <shayeneart@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 04:36:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Monique Scheurer Brasilia 407 Buenos Aires, ot 1154
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Trophy hunting

Spencer Ainsworth <spencer.ainsworth@gmail.com>

From: Spencer Ainsworth <spencer.ainsworth@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 04:09:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Trophy hunting

Dear Mr. Winchell:

I write in opposition to the use of US taxpayer funds to establish a proposed “International Wildlife Conservation Council” to
promote and advise the federal government on the “benefits” of trophy hunting.

The US is the world’s largest trophy importer, yet it has failed to protect species against the escalating threats to their survival.
Indeed, many have suffered staggering decline over the last century. Killing is not conservation.

A 2016 US House report identified negative impacts of trophy hunting in sub-Saharan Africa, finding “many troubling examples
of funds either being diverted from their purpose or not being dedicated to conservation in the first place,” “no merit to claims
that hunting deters poaching,” and current permitting to be “arbitrary, confusing, and not based on sound science.” Shockingly,
US taxpayers cover “92% of all permit fees,” “subsidizing” trophy hunting.

The claimed financial benefits of trophy hunting to local communities are largely exaggerated, and bear little actual connection
to conservation, whereas eco-tourism generates substantial, ongoing economic benefit.

Trophy hunting provides avenues and cover for illicit trafficking; for example, lion bone trade is on the rise, as skeletons
obtained via canned hunting operations have stirred market demand, with related spikes in poaching of both wild and captive
lion populations.

Hunters comprise only 5% of the US population - down 1.5 million between 1996-2006 (when wildlife watching increased 13%)
and another 2 million between 2011-2016 - and not all domestic hunters support international trophy hunting of threatened
species. A 2016 USFWS survey (issued this year) found the “biggest increases in participation involved wildlife watching …
[which] surged 20 percent to 86 million participants. Money spent on these activities also rose sharply from $59.1 billion to $75.9
billion.” To provide the small, but powerful and well-funded trophy hunting lobby a front row seat to national policymaking under
the guise of “conservation” will only attract further criticism and endanger wildlife.

I urge you to withdraw consideration of this council, and to instead focus upon scientifically supported and sustainable
conservation practices, to save wild species before it’s too late.
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<africa@future4wildlife.org>

From: <africa@future4wildlife.org>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 03:29:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Consideration on IWCC
Attachments: F4W.png

F4W.png

To Mr Joshua Winchell  Designated Federal Officer and Coordinator of

Wildlife and Hunting Heritage Conservation Council U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

 

Subject: PUBLIC COMMENTS DUE 11/24: Oppose Council to Promote International Trophy
Hunting for US Citizens
 
 
Dear Mr.  Winchell,

We would like to formally comment and oppose the Council to Promote International Trophy
Hunting for US Citizens, as follow:   

 

1. Our organization “Future 4 Wildlife. org” is based in South Africa; therefore, the resolutions
the USFWS takes, are crucial for our fauna conservation.

2. We would like you to consider the clear connection between: 

legal trading of endangered or vulnerable species and legal import of trophies in the US



legal ivory trade

legal rhino horn trade

illicit wildlife management  

3. We would like you to consider that trophy hunting have proved to be an opportunity for illegal
actions to happen, including corruption, the killing of our rangers, the killing of collared
exemplars, the uncontrolled poaching on the field and consistent smuggling from our continent.
The corruption and poverty in African countries have made the legal system leak into many illicit
activities. 
 

4. The internet is a big platform for the illegal trading and it is a new powerful tool, never taken in
consideration and never addressed properly in the new legislation.  
 

5. Despite some efforts by the companies, Ebay, Amazon, Craiglist, WeChat and even
Facebook, remain powerful markets for illegal trading of protected species in any form. 

6. The trophy hunting of lions is clearly connected to the captive breeding industry and often to
poaching, here in South Africa; lion farmers buy cubs by poachers to enrich the genetic pool of
their animals.  Despite the efforts of the South African Predator Breeder Association, this
business is now  declining, especially after scientific data suggested the negative impact this
practice have had on wild lions in the past years; then, since a lion bone export quota was
established at the beginning of 2017, with the scope to feed the Asian market with “fake tiger
bone wine”, many conservationists have indicated the negative impact this will have over wild
tiger populations too.    
 

7. The Wildlife management needs a shift towards different models of conservation which we
invite you to evaluate and adopt. In fact, over the last 100 years, hunting has been the main
conservation method employed in many countries, yet wildlife numbers keep declining and
recently dropping at concerning speed.  
 

8. It is important to note that if trophy hunting was so great for conservation, why have African
lions declined by 95% since the 1940's? The numbers revealed from wildlife scientists and from
actual facts, simply do not support the assertion that trophy hunting benefits conservation.

9. Europe and even China are moving towards a No Trophy/No Trade prospective and US had
already made the same steps in the last two years. 
 

10. USFWS does not have any valid scientific data and proof that trophy hunting is beneficial for
conservation; as a matter of fact this methodology works the opposite of natural selection.
Nature targets the weakest but hunters target the biggest and the strongest. This badly affects
the dynamic of wild populations and their survival in the wild. 

Considering all the above, we formally comment that we strongly oppose the
establishment of a proposed “International Wildlife Conservation Council” to promote
and advise the federal government on the “benefits” of trophy hunting.



Thank you for the kind attention, 

Sincerely yours, 

Stef Falcon – Director

Future4Widlife.org

http://future4widlife.org/
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Kerry Ford <Kerrylford@sky.com>

From: Kerry Ford <Kerrylford@sky.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 01:55:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Kerry Ford 26 Watkin Road Hedge End Southampton, ot SO30 2TD
01489795680
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Julia Thielert <j.thielert@icloud.com>

From: Julia Thielert <j.thielert@icloud.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 01:49:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Julia Thielert Am Ortfelde 78 Isernhagen, ot 30916 0049511722297
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lisa Blanck <whheee2@gmail.com>

From: Lisa Blanck <whheee2@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 01:33:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Lisa Blanck 250 Orienta Point St Altamonte Springs, FL 32701 
8004216764
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Vicki Bingo <Vicki.bingo@gmail.com>

From: Vicki Bingo <Vicki.bingo@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 01:08:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Vicki Bingo 5550 Wilshire Blvd apt 415 Los Angeles, CA 90036 323-
424-4207
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comment on International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lee Heller <lee@leeheller.net>

From: Lee Heller <lee@leeheller.net>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 00:31:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: comment on International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell, I am writing to express my opposition to the Department of the Interior’s plan 
to create an International Wildlife Conservation Council. The reality is that such a council will 
give trophy hunters too much of a role in government decision-making regarding conservation,
species protection, and animal welfare. The reality, backed by scientific analysis, is that trophy 
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. It is a waste of 
taxpayer money to create a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote an 
industry that serves only trophy hunters and the businesses that benefit from them. Sincerely,
Lee E. Heller, Ph.D., J.D. PO Box 1592 Summerland CA  93067
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anne Carlson <Annecarlson271@gmail.com>

From: Anne Carlson <Annecarlson271@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 00:25:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Anne Carlson 2712NE90 Seattle, WA 98126
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy McLean <nancy.mclean@bhhsaz.com>

From: Nancy McLean <nancy.mclean@bhhsaz.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 00:13:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Nancy McLean 6528 W. Via Del Sol Glendale, AZ 85310
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

George Casner <fitnstrongat73@gmail.com>

From: George Casner <fitnstrongat73@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 00:13:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr George Casner 2324 w Port Au Prince Phoenix, AZ 85023
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carrie Darling <carrielynned@gmail.com>

From: Carrie Darling <carrielynned@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri Nov 24 2017 00:12:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Carrie Darling 18032 N 2nd Street Phoenix, AZ 85022
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lucy Pado <lucy1717@msn.com>

From: Lucy Pado <lucy1717@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:49:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Lucy Pado 3084 Vesuvius Lane San Jose, CA 95132
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gilly Lloyd <gilly.lloyd@pier55.co.uk>

From: Gilly Lloyd <gilly.lloyd@pier55.co.uk>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:33:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Gilly Lloyd 2468 Vineyard Road Novato, CA 94947 415-932-9954
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joyce Kunz <jykunz@gmail.com>

From: Joyce Kunz <jykunz@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:30:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Joyce Kunz 45 Park Lane South Apt 1103 Jersey City, NJ 07310
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Julie Carmichael <juliemcarmichael@hotmail.com>

From: Julie Carmichael <juliemcarmichael@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:16:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Miss Julie Carmichael 2834 Sherwin Ave. Ventura, CA 93003 805-428-
0108
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Stephanie Wood <Stephaniew8d@gmail.com>

From: Stephanie Wood <Stephaniew8d@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 23:06:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Stephanie Wood 381 front Jupiter island, FL 33455
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joi kamper <kamperjoi@gmail.com>

From: Joi kamper <kamperjoi@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:52:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Joi kamper 2643 n Washtenaw apt 2r APT 2r chicago, IL 60647 
7735582898
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy Larsen <evergreenanj@gmail.com>

From: Nancy Larsen <evergreenanj@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:06:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Nancy Larsen 14 Glenaden Avenue West Etobicoke, ON M8Y 2L7
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marg Gruna <aimless6@hotmail.com>

From: Marg Gruna <aimless6@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:04:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. IT IS A WASTE OF TAXPAYER 
DOLLARS TO ESTABLISH THIS COUNCIL AND SPEND TIME AND MONEY PROMOTING 
THE INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL OF INDIVIDUALS FOR THE PURPOSES OF TROPHY 
HUNTING. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage conservation. The 
formation of the council is a TRANSPARENT ATTEMPT BY THE HUNTING INDUSTRY TO 
PUSH THEIR OWN AGENDA, ONE NOT BASED IN SCIENCE OR THE BEST INTERESTS OF 
WILDLIFE. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a 
whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote 
sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs Marg Gruna 4952 S. 81 Street Greenfield, WI 
53220
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Debi Combs <debiC743@mac.com>

From: Debi Combs <debiC743@mac.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 21:04:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, ms Debi Combs 2432 Harrington Dr Decatur, GA 30033
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In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

<susanmsryan566@gmail.com>

From: <susanmsryan566@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 20:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: In Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am deeply concerned about the formation of the new "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council," and urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service to reconsider its creation and 
its purpose. The stated goal of this council is to boost public awareness of the "benefits that 
result from US citizens traveling to foreign nations to engage in hunting;" however, trophy 
hunting is neither an effective nor an ethical method of conservation. Please stop all trophy 
hunting! This is so cruel. It is not only shortsighted but also disingenuous to promote trophy 
hunting as a US tool of either wildlife conservation or economic development. An animal 
belonging to a charismatic species is worth more alive than dead. An analysis by Economists at 
Large found that, overall, trophy hunting accounts for less than 2 percent of tourism revenues in 
Africa. Photo safaris, in comparison, allow for sustainable, lucrative tourism activity in which the 
animals can be "reused" rather than killed. Furthermore, trophy hunting hurts the structure and 
viability of wild populations. Big game hunters target the largest, strongest animals as ideal 
trophies. Killing the leader of the lion pride or the matriarch of the elephant herd can result in 
enormous upheaval for the rest of the group, and can put that entire family unit at risk. Many of 
these populations are already severely depleted due to other threats, and the 100,000+ animals 
killed by trophy hunters each year exacerbates the problem. No one is fooled by the claim that 
this advisory council is actually intended to promote conservation. It is intended to justify and 
facilitate the demands of a few US citizens who wish to bring home the head of a rare species. 
However, most Americans, such as myself, want to see international wildlife valued and 
protected via nonlethal methods. Please do not prioritize the desires of this small group of 
trophy hunters above the wishes of most wildlife-loving Americans and the best interests of 
conservation and the more profitable nonconsumptive uses of wildlife. I urge the USFWS to 
dismantle its plans for the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Sincerely, Susan Maryan 
4016 east Malvern street Tucson, AZ 85711
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USFWS /DOI consideration of International Wildlife Conservation Council, FWS–
HQ–R–2017–N118; FXGO1664091HCC0–FF09D00000–178

Eileen Hennessy <eileen.hennessy@yahoo.com>

From: Eileen Hennessy <eileen.hennessy@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:58:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
CC: <eileen.hennessy@yahoo.com>

Subject:
USFWS /DOI consideration of International Wildlife Conservation 
Council, FWS–HQ–R–2017–N118; FXGO1664091HCC0–
FF09D00000–178

November 23, 2017 Joshua Winchell USFWS, National Wildlife Refuge System 5275 Leesburg 
Pike Falls Church, VA 22041–3803 joshua_winchell@fws.gov RE: FWS–HQ–R–2017–N118; 
FXGO1664091HCC0–FF09D00000–178 USFWS /DOI consideration of International Wildlife 
Conservation Council Mr. Winchell: I am writing to voice my strong opposition to the use of U.S. 
taxpayer funds to establish a proposed “International Wildlife Conservation Council” to promote 
and advise the federal government on the so-called “conservation, wildlife law enforcement, and 
economic benefits” of trophy hunting. Additionally, one of the “duties of the Council” would be to 
“Recommend removal of barriers to the importation of the United States of legally hunted 
wildlife”. The recent decision to lift the ban would allow trophy hunters who legally killed 
elephants in Zimbabwe and Zambia between 2016 and 2017 to import those trophy elephants 
into the U.S. Additionally, if U.S. trophy hunters were to legally hunt elephants in those countries 
in 2018, they could then apply for a USFWS permit to import their "trophies" into our country. 
Therefore, the implementation of this Council is unnecessary and without merit as barriers 
would already be removed without a Council in place. The proposal to squander U.S. taxpayer 
money to increase public awareness of the “joys” of butchering defenseless animals shows just 
how out of touch this administration is. The MAJORITY of the American people OPPOSE 
barbaric trophy hunting and SUPPORT the protection and preservation of endangered species.
The vast majority of normal Americans, including myself, find trophy hunting repulsive. Anyone 
who gets off on the taking of innocent life for the sheer pleasure of killing, poses proudly with 
their bloodied victims and desecrates their bodies for trophies is ABNORMAL in the extreme. 
There is a reason this sick sort of twisted behavior is committed by a mere 5% of the U.S. 
population. The rest of us know better than to indulge in such deviant acts of savagery. In truth, 
hunting is so unpopular among the masses that it decreased by 1.5 million from 1996-2006 and 
another 2 million between 2011-2016 while wildlife watching increased 13%. Not all domestic 
hunters support international trophy hunting of threatened species. A 2016 USFWS survey 
revealed the “biggest increases in participation involved wildlife watching … [which] surged 20 
percent to 86 million participants. Money spent on these activities also rose sharply from $59.1 
billion to $75.9 billion.” So it seems that most Americans prefer to behold the beauty of wildlife 
with their eyes and cameras rather than destroy it with bullets and arrows. It would behoove the 
pro-hunting brigade to accept this reality than to waste their energy and our tax dollars trying to 
force their violent and perverse tendencies onto others. Americans with morals will never be 
swayed by those attempting to promote hunting as “beneficial”. There are, however, myriad 
negative impacts from engaging in this ignoble activity. First and foremost, trophy hunting does 
NOTHING to promote “conservation”, the mantra of the pro-hunting faction who continue to 
spread this lie to justify their bloodlust. To reduce intelligent, sentient animals to mere trophies 



so bloodthirsty hunters, who only see value in butchering animals for their body parts to display 
as proof of their "bravery" and "manhood" while spouting lies about how their acts of savagery 
are "enhancing the survival of the species", is pathetic and not a practice that I -- or anyone I 
associate with -- would ever embrace. I would certainly choose teaching a child about the 
importance of showing compassion for animals - NOT the taking of innocent life. Exposing 
children to such senseless violence is simply wrong. As far as trophy hunting “enhancing the 
survival of endangered species” -- News flash: Killing is NOT conservation! Some African 
nations that are home to endangered species favored by trophy hunters, such as Zimbabwe, 
are notorious for their corrupt governments and any revenue from these wealthy trophy hunters 
goes into their pockets, not to local communities as hunters falsely claim. Yet, trophy hunters 
and their supporters are fervently lobbying to lift the U.S. ban on trophy imports. Despite the fact 
that many of the highly prized targets animal are endangered such as African elephants who are 
listed as threatened under the ESA and must be afforded all the protections under the law. This 
current bid to allow trophies of such threatened species violates the intent of the ESA and would 
lead to a rise in elephant hunting and illegal poaching, pushing this imperiled species, as well as 
rhinos and other wildlife, that much closer to extinction. In fact, there are members of Congress 
who are actively introducing bills to gut the Endangered Species Act which would put the lives of 
myriad species who depend on such protections in peril while thwarting attempts to protect 
wildlife and regulate hunting. Dismantling the ESA in any way would result in the destruction of 
fragile ecosystems at the expense of wildlife resources for future generations. The ESA is one 
of our nation’s most successful laws and it is overwhelmingly supported by 90% of the American 
People so any schemes to further threaten the lives of endangered animals would not go over 
big with the public. It is a disgrace that the U.S. government would even conceive of making 
such an indecent proposal. If anything, the United States should be on the forefront of battling 
global illegal wildlife trafficking -- NOT actively participating it. Focusing on creating a task force 
for this purpose would be a far better use of taxpayer money. I certainly would support such an 
endeavor as illegal poaching is way out of control to the point where poachers have become so 
emboldened that they are actually breaking into sanctuaries and zoos to acquire ivory, rhino 
horns and other “trophies”. Rhinos, lions and even baby elephants in such protected areas have 
fallen victim to such shocking ambushes, with staff members even being brutally attacked while 
trying to protect the animals in their care. Poachers have come to believe they are invincible due 
to insufficient enforcement of laws and government corruption which turns a blind eye to or 
actively participates in these illegal activities. It is of paramount importance for every nation to 
join the fight against illegal poaching and wildlife trafficking as this is a global problem and if it is 
not seriously addressed it will result in the loss of countless endangered species who, once 
gone, will be gone forever. The majority of the American People are demanding that the ban on 
importing trophies of endangered wildlife from other countries to the U.S. NOT BE LIFTED! 
Remember the worldwide uproar over the illegal killing of Cecil the lion? This is just an example 
of the vehement opposition the majority of Americans feels toward trophy hunting. This USFWS 
/DOI seeks to advise the U.S. government on the supposed “benefits international hunting has 
on foreign wildlife and habitat conservation, anti-poaching and illegal wildlife trafficking 
programs, and other ways in which international hunting benefits human populations.” Good 
luck with that. Even President Trump isn’t falling for that line of BS, as he recently made his 
feelings on trophy hunting know, particularly regarding elephants, by publicly stating that he 
would be “very hard pressed to change my mind that this horror show in any way helps 
conservation of Elephants or any other animal”. In this instance, I am in complete agreement. 
Endangered wildlife must be protected and preserved as our legacy to future generations. It is 
our responsibility to ensure the future survival of critically endangered species who cannot exist 
without our government's solemn commitment to save these irreplaceable animals from oblivion 
while there is still a chance to do so. ALL governments of the world must do their part to make 
this a reality. Therefore, I fiercely OPPOSE the proposed creation of a taxpayer-funded pro-
trophy hunting “International Wildlife Conservation Council”. The MAJORITY of the American 
People, including myself, have spoken. We strongly OPPOSE barbaric trophy hunting and fully 
SUPPORT the protection and preservation of endangered species and all wildlife! Sincerely,
Eileen Hennessy 39 Berwick St. Melrose, MA 02176
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christina Aragon <caragon222@gmail.com>

From: Christina Aragon <caragon222@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:58:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Christina Aragon 22093 W Solano Dr. Buckeye, AZ 85326 6027999566
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jacquelyn Lueder <jackielueder@gmail.com>

From: Jacquelyn Lueder <jackielueder@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:49:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Jacquelyn Lueder 8000 Shore Front Pkwy Apt 11V Rockaway Beach, NY 
11693 5166415068
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lynn Jackson <watkinstreetrod@bellsouth.net>

From: Lynn Jackson <watkinstreetrod@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:30:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, ms. Lynn Jackson 1510nw93terrace Coral Springs, FL 33071 9542272929
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ellizabeth Mehok <queenbee1013@verizon.net>

From: Ellizabeth Mehok <queenbee1013@verizon.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:17:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Ellizabeth Mehok 649 Pine Bend Chesapeake, VA 23320 7575486499
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carol Goldman <lencar@bellsouth.net>

From: Carol Goldman <lencar@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 19:11:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Carol Goldman 1970 Westhampton Ct. Vero Beach, FL 32966 
5614956397
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USFWS /DOI consideration of International Wildlife Conservation Council

nolagrace2 <nolagrace2@aol.com>

From: nolagrace2 <nolagrace2@aol.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:56:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: USFWS /DOI consideration of International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Joshua Winchell
USFWS, National Wildlife Refuge System
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041–3803<br>joshua_winchell@fws.gov

RE: FWS–HQ–R–2017–N118; FXGO1664091HCC0–FF09D00000–178
USFWS /DOI consideration of International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell:

I write in opposition to the use of US taxpayer funds to establish a proposed “International 
Wildlife Conservation Council” to promote and advise the federal government on the “benefits” 
of trophy hunting.

The US is the world’s largest trophy importer, yet it has failed to protect species against the 
escalating threats to their survival. Indeed, many have suffered staggering decline over the last 
century. Killing is not conservation.

A 2016 US House report identified negative impacts of trophy hunting in sub-Saharan Africa, 
finding “many troubling examples of funds either being diverted from their purpose or not being 
dedicated to conservation in the first place,” “no merit to claims that hunting deters poaching,” 
and current permitting to be “arbitrary, confusing, and not based on sound science.” Shockingly, 
US taxpayers cover “92% of all permit fees,” “subsidizing” trophy hunting.

The claimed financial benefits of trophy hunting to local communities are largely exaggerated, 
and bear little actual connection to conservation, whereas eco-tourism generates substantial, 
ongoing economic benefit.

Trophy hunting provides avenues and cover for illicit trafficking; for example, lion bone trade is 
on the rise, as skeletons obtained via canned hunting operations have stirred market demand, 
with related spikes in poaching of both wild and captive lion populations.

Hunters comprise only 5% of the US population - down 1.5 million between 1996-2006 (when 
wildlife watching increased 13%) and another 2 million between 2011-2016 - and not all 
domestic hunters support international trophy hunting of threatened species. A 2016 USFWS 
survey (issued this year) found the “biggest increases in participation involved wildlife watching 
… [which] surged 20 percent to 86 million participants. Money spent on these activities also 
rose sharply from $59.1 billion to $75.9 billion.” To provide the small, but powerful and well-



funded trophy hunting lobby a front row seat to national policymaking under the guise of 
“conservation” will only attract further criticism and endanger wildlife.

I urge you to withdraw consideration of this council, and to instead focus upon scientifically 
supported and sustainable conservation practices, to save wild species before it’s too late.

Sincerely,

Nola Krasko
i-23 Shirley Lane
Lawrenceville, NJ 08648-1422

Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Catalina Barraza <ktybarraza@gmail.com>

From: Catalina Barraza <ktybarraza@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:52:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Catalina Barraza Ahuehuetes 49 Mexico City, ot 05200
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Doug Strauss <vegandoug@gmail.com>

From: Doug Strauss <vegandoug@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:34:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr Doug Strauss 1830 Santa Cruz Ave Menlo Park, CA 94025
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

kimchi tran <haoiviet1@juno.com>

From: kimchi tran <haoiviet1@juno.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:25:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, kimchi tran 8907 sw 49th ave portland, OR 97219 6462461055
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jamie Leinss-Doyle <jamieleinss76@hotmail.com>

From: Jamie Leinss-Doyle <jamieleinss76@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 17:24:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Jamie Leinss-Doyle 845 Brandywine Dr Roselle, IL 60172 630-980-
8839
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Velten Heintz <911gundl@earthlink.net>

From: Velten Heintz <911gundl@earthlink.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:57:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. Velten Heintz 3809 Wilshire Cir. W. Sarasota, FL 34238 941-923-6464

Velten Heintz <911gundl@earthlink.net>

From: Velten Heintz <911gundl@earthlink.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:57:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. Velten Heintz 3809 Wilshire Cir. W. Sarasota, FL 34238 941-923-6464

Velten Heintz <911gundl@earthlink.net>

From: Velten Heintz <911gundl@earthlink.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:57:44 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. Velten Heintz 3809 Wilshire Cir. W. Sarasota, FL 34238 941-923-6464

Velten Heintz <911gundl@earthlink.net>

From: Velten Heintz <911gundl@earthlink.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:57:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. Velten Heintz 3809 Wilshire Cir. W. Sarasota, FL 34238 941-923-6464
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Linda <leb0208@gmail.com>

From: Linda <leb0208@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:45:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject:

Dear Mr. Winchell:

The establishment of an International Wildlife Conservation Council is just a cover-up to give 
more power to trophy hunters who seek an excuse to kill endangered species.  Trophy hunters 
claim to promote conservation, but they actually undermine conservation efforts.  An IWCC is a 
wast of taxpayer money, and I, for one, oppose this.

Linda E. Bunyan
2509 Nesmith Lake Blvd 
Akron OH  44314
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marga Gili <margalidacgili@gmail.com>

From: Marga Gili <margalidacgili@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:29:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Miss Marga Gili Cecili Metel Palma, ot 07003
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karen Hoyle <karmaholye@gmail.com>

From: Karen Hoyle <karmaholye@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:29:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Karen Hoyle Lincs Lincs, ot Ln130dl
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

elinor dankner <chya.d@comcast.net>

From: elinor dankner <chya.d@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:34:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, elinor dankner 124 palomino dr barnstable, MA 02630
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Peter Pray <petecpray@gmail.com>

From: Peter Pray <petecpray@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:05:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. Peter Pray 240 Barbara Blvd Felton, DE 19943 6093045716
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Chantal Ranger <dove41@live.ca>

From: Chantal Ranger <dove41@live.ca>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:22:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Chantal Ranger 220 Lakeshore Drive Dorval, QC H9S 2A2
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mary Lucas <franlucas@att.net>

From: Mary Lucas <franlucas@att.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:40:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Mary Lucas 1004 Barkridge Dr. McKinney, TX 75069 214-592-2140
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christine Condon <ccondon.11@gmail.com>

From: Christine Condon <ccondon.11@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:57:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Christine Condon 2019 Columbia Avenue Whitehall, PA 18052
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy Tom <drtomalty@gmail.com>

From: Nancy Tom <drtomalty@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:55:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Dr. Nancy Tom 36 Maple Antigonish, NS b2g 1G2
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

alicia falsetto <aliciaf618@gmail.com>

From: alicia falsetto <aliciaf618@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:08:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. alicia falsetto 1830 Santa Cruz Avenue menlo park, CA 94025 650-
2488158
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bruce Campbell <bcampbel@stfx.ca>

From: Bruce Campbell <bcampbel@stfx.ca>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:54:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Bruce Campbell 36 Maple Antgonish, NS b2g 1G2
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Greg & Diane Carter" <carter.diane@gmail.com>

From: "Greg & Diane Carter" <carter.diane@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. & Mrs. Greg & Diane Carter 2625 26th St SE Auburn, WA 98002 253-
833-8557



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mary Smith <maiingan@charter.net>

From: Mary Smith <maiingan@charter.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:52:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, ms Mary Smith 13998 165th St. Little Falls, MN 56345
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Opposing International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Capper <chelsue@aol.com>

From: Susan Capper <chelsue@aol.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 16:00:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposing International Wildlife Conservation Council

I am against the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 

International Wildlife Conservation Council. The Department should not be wasting 

taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to 

promote this deadly industry!  The council will give trophy hunters an even more 

prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear 

that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and 

endangered species.

Susan Capper
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Opposed to International Wildlife Conservation Council

Natural Harmony48 <naturalharmony48@gmail.com>

From: Natural Harmony48 <naturalharmony48@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:58:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposed to International Wildlife Conservation Council

Hello,

I am sending this email to tell you that I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s 
announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will 
give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. 
The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and 
endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council 
tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
Trophy hunting is cruel, abusive and a huge threat to endangered species!

Respectfully sent,

Kathryn Ryser
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karen White <karen.kcwhite@gmail.com>

From: Karen White <karen.kcwhite@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:51:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Miss Karen White 16 Brooks Road, Formby Formby Liverpool, ot L37 2JL 
1704874059
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Important

dpatterson <dpatterson@nycap.rr.com>

From: dpatterson <dpatterson@nycap.rr.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:33:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Important

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more 
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy 
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department 
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department 
on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Dianne Patterson
Albany NY

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joan Glasser <jgnbldr@comcast.net>

From: Joan Glasser <jgnbldr@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:34:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, ms Joan Glasser 4061 Eleuthera Ct Boulder, CO 80301 3034426694
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Denise Bunce <100sofcats@gmail.com>

From: Denise Bunce <100sofcats@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:16:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Denise Bunce Westlands Avenue Weston on the Green, ot OX25 3RD



Conversation Contents

Alexandra Smith <madpiggy@me.com>

From: Alexandra Smith <madpiggy@me.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 15:10:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject:

Dear Mr. Winchell,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife 
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of 
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of 
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council 
tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

I don’t want to live in a word where wild animals don’t exist.   

Thank you,

Alexandra Smith
Los Angeles, CA
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"T.graf@comcast.net" <T.graf@comcast.net>

From: "T.graf@comcast.net" <T.graf@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:45:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"paulettek437@gmail.com" <paulettek437@gmail.com>

From: "paulettek437@gmail.com" <paulettek437@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:44:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paulette Kaplan paulettek437@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"caraemartin@me.com" <caraemartin@me.com>

From: "caraemartin@me.com" <caraemartin@me.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:42:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ftalbottak@gmail.com" <ftalbottak@gmail.com>

From: "ftalbottak@gmail.com" <ftalbottak@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:39:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"e.ashby96@gmail.com" <e.ashby96@gmail.com>

From: "e.ashby96@gmail.com" <e.ashby96@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:39:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Ashby e.ashby96@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"carrie41288@gmail.com" <carrie41288@gmail.com>

From: "carrie41288@gmail.com" <carrie41288@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:19:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carrie Ennis carrie41288@gmail.com US

"carrie41288@gmail.com" <carrie41288@gmail.com>

From: "carrie41288@gmail.com" <carrie41288@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:37:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>



Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carrie Ennis carrie41288@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Nrose@hotmail.com" <Nrose@hotmail.com>

From: "Nrose@hotmail.com" <Nrose@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:35:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tony and Cindy Guarnieri <cindy.guarnieri@hotmail.com>

From: Tony and Cindy Guarnieri <cindy.guarnieri@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:05:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. And Mrs. Tony and Cindy Guarnieri 27 Pamlynn Rd Stamford, CT 
06905 2033221864



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Glenn Nappi <glenn3264@comcast.net>

From: Glenn Nappi <glenn3264@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:21:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. Glenn Nappi 15085 Michelangelo Blvd., APT 206 APT 206 Delray 
Beach, FL 33446 9545555555
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lisa Salazar <lisajunior@att.net>

From: Lisa Salazar <lisajunior@att.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:41:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Lisa Salazar P.O. Box 5795 17777 Rose Avenue Shasta Lake, CA 
96089 (530) 276-0295



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cbcowellokc@gmail.com" <cbcowellokc@gmail.com>

From: "cbcowellokc@gmail.com" <cbcowellokc@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:28:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

Carol Pacelli <cszebra@msn.com>

From: Carol Pacelli <cszebra@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:59:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Carol Pacelli 15602 N 30th Dr Phoenix, AZ 85053
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Deborah Nelson <horsemocs@gmail.com>

From: Deborah Nelson <horsemocs@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 11:02:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Deborah Nelson 16125 4th ave ne Duvall, WA 98019 425-788-0141
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"boyddeborah01@bellsouth.net" <boyddeborah01@bellsouth.net>

From: "boyddeborah01@bellsouth.net" <boyddeborah01@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:02:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, deborah boyd boyddeborah01@bellsouth.net  
TN US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Louisiana.bell12@gmail.com" <Louisiana.bell12@gmail.com>

From: "Louisiana.bell12@gmail.com" <Louisiana.bell12@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:01:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Louise Harrison Louisiana.bell12@gmail.com  
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Eidos34@gmail.com" <Eidos34@gmail.com>

From: "Eidos34@gmail.com" <Eidos34@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 14:00:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joel Nicolas Eidos34@gmail.com AZ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"peachcrystal1@gmail.com" <peachcrystal1@gmail.com>

From: "peachcrystal1@gmail.com" <peachcrystal1@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:56:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Earley peachcrystal1@gmail.com US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

agustina gobbi <agusgobbi@hotmail.com>

From: agustina gobbi <agusgobbi@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:13:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, agustina gobbi jose andres pacheco de melo 3062 ciudad autonoma de 
buenos aires, ot 01425

agustina gobbi <agusgobbi@hotmail.com>

From: agustina gobbi <agusgobbi@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:13:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, agustina gobbi jose andres pacheco de melo 3062 ciudad autonoma de 
buenos aires, ot 01425
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mary Derengowski <derengowskm@montclair.edu>

From: Mary Derengowski <derengowskm@montclair.edu>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 10:48:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Dr. Mary Derengowski 29 Norwood Avenue Montclair, NJ 07043 97378372
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christine Norman <guardianangel70@verizon.net>

From: Christine Norman <guardianangel70@verizon.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 09:13:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Christine Norman 5390 Extravagant Ct Cocoa, FL 32926 3213139094
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jemery712@gmail.com" <jemery712@gmail.com>

From: "jemery712@gmail.com" <jemery712@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:52:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Justin Emery jemery712@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"susan.shepanek@gmail.com" <susan.shepanek@gmail.com>

From: "susan.shepanek@gmail.com" <susan.shepanek@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:51:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). I speak 
from Madison, Wisconsin, and I stand by these words herein. As proposed, the council would be 
a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or 
otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations 
or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the 
Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has 
conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at 
worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife 
and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it 
should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation 
professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and 
controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals 
threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of 
Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened 
species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting 
endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife 
conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, 
moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species 
protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small 
have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of 
the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Shepanek
susan.shepanek@gmail.com US
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"pbush1@comcast.net" <pbush1@comcast.net>

From: "pbush1@comcast.net" <pbush1@comcast.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:51:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Bush pbush1@comcast.net NJ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rmackenroth@stanfordalumni.org" <rmackenroth@stanfordalumni.org>

From: "rmackenroth@stanfordalumni.org" 
<rmackenroth@stanfordalumni.org>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:51:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "artmaker@maqs.net" <artmaker@maqs.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:50:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heidi Endres artmaker@maqs.net US
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"carolinwonderland101@gmail.com" <carolinwonderland101@gmail.com>

From: "carolinwonderland101@gmail.com" 
<carolinwonderland101@gmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:47:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, carol cummins
carolinwonderland101@gmail.com IE
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"Sylviearch@gmail.com" <Sylviearch@gmail.com>

From: "Sylviearch@gmail.com" <Sylviearch@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:44:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "Ohmassnj@gmail.com" <Ohmassnj@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:41:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mjsomville46@gmail.com" <mjsomville46@gmail.com>

From: "mjsomville46@gmail.com" <mjsomville46@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:38:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marie-Jeanne Somville
mjsomville46@gmail.com BE
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"jeneferlass@gmail.com" <jeneferlass@gmail.com>

From: "jeneferlass@gmail.com" <jeneferlass@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:36:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "riseronald@hotmail.com" <riseronald@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:36:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "Vix.evans@gmail.com" <Vix.evans@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:31:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Vix.evans@gmail.com

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

From: "usnabrother@gmail.com" <usnabrother@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:29:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"drkarlpavlov@gmail.com" <drkarlpavlov@gmail.com>

From: "drkarlpavlov@gmail.com" <drkarlpavlov@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:29:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "Pamelabacon@hotmail.com" <Pamelabacon@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:28:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Elephants

Susan Moore <susanmoo54@gmail.com>

From: Susan Moore <susanmoo54@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:27:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Elephants

Dear Sir I oppose the international wildlife conservation council in its current format.All members 
are pro trophy hunting.
Scientific studies have conclusively and repeatedly shown that trophy hunting does not aid the 
conservation of elephants (and/or lions)
Thankyou Susan B Moore 
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"tc1917@yandex.com" <tc1917@yandex.com>

From: "tc1917@yandex.com" <tc1917@yandex.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:24:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Traian Cainaru tc1917@yandex.com US
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"kbmb4422@charter.net" <kbmb4422@charter.net>

From: "kbmb4422@charter.net" <kbmb4422@charter.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:23:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathryn Brown kbmb4422@charter.net MO 
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"maandpabaus@windstream.net" <maandpabaus@windstream.net>

From: "maandpabaus@windstream.net" 
<maandpabaus@windstream.net>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:21:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Constance Baus
maandpabaus@windstream.net OH US
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"mash.mojo88@gmail.com" <mash.mojo88@gmail.com>

From: "mash.mojo88@gmail.com" <mash.mojo88@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:21:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denise Hosts mash.mojo88@gmail.com US
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"kwatlecha@shaw.ca" <kwatlecha@shaw.ca>

From: "kwatlecha@shaw.ca" <kwatlecha@shaw.ca>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:13:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"robynlutsky@gmail.com" <robynlutsky@gmail.com>

From: "robynlutsky@gmail.com" <robynlutsky@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:08:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "sue.page@live.co.uk" <sue.page@live.co.uk>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:07:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Page sue.page@live.co.uk GB
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"sija1810@gmail.com" <sija1810@gmail.com>

From: "sija1810@gmail.com" <sija1810@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:05:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sija Sur sija1810@gmail.com HR
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"Lorijademcd@gmail.com" <Lorijademcd@gmail.com>

From: "Lorijademcd@gmail.com" <Lorijademcd@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:05:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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



Conversation Contents
k9wagon@gmail.com

"k9wagon@gmail.com" <k9wagon@gmail.com>

From: "k9wagon@gmail.com" <k9wagon@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 13:04:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: k9wagon@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Randle k9wagon@gmail.com NV 
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"romar5789@gmail.com" <romar5789@gmail.com>

From: "romar5789@gmail.com" <romar5789@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:59:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rossana Marcotte romar5789@gmail.com
MA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"matthews.michelle16@gmail.com" <matthews.michelle16@gmail.com>

From: "matthews.michelle16@gmail.com" 
<matthews.michelle16@gmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:57:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Matthews
matthews.michelle16@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sandra.brennan@gmx.com" <sandra.brennan@gmx.com>

From: "sandra.brennan@gmx.com" <sandra.brennan@gmx.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:56:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"walterchamilton@bellsouth.net" <walterchamilton@bellsouth.net>

From: "walterchamilton@bellsouth.net" <walterchamilton@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:54:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mark@rootsrealty.com" <mark@rootsrealty.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:50:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: Brett Hunter <brett-hunter@live.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 12:47:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Comment on creation of International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell,
 
On behalf of FOUR PAWS International, I am submitting comments regarding Docket No. FWS-HQ-R-2017-
N118. I have included the comments in the body of this email and as an attachment.
 
Thank you,
 
Melanie Lary
Research and Campaigns Officer
 
FOUR PAWS International
6 Beacon St, Suite # 1110
Boston, MA 02108
phone: +1 (617) 942-1233
 
 
Re: Comments Opposing the Establishment of an International Wildlife Conservation Council
(Docket No. FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118)
 
Dear Mr. Winchell,
As an international animal welfare organization with offices in 12 countries – including one in Boston,
MA – FOUR PAWS International is writing to express our strong opposition to the creation of the U.S.
Department of the Interior (DOI) International Wildlife Conservation Council.
The establishment of a council focused solely on promoting trophy hunting as a conservation tool ignores
the complexity of wildlife conservation. This singular focus on such a controversial and often poorly-
managed activity creates a one-sided perspective that lacks critical input from the scientific and
economics communities, while also hurting conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations,
protect individual animals, and/or benefit the communities that live in and around wildlife habitats.
First, in terms of regulation, this new council would be under the authority of the Secretary and regulated
by the Federal Advisory Committee Act (FACA). FACA requires that “new advisory committees should
be established only when they are determined to be essential and their number should be kept to the
minimum necessary.” This new council violates those terms as it is not essential and, in fact, duplicative
of an already existing pro-hunting council – called the Wildlife and Hunting Heritage Conservation
Council, which has a very broad mandate and can in theory carry out all the tasks this new council would
be charged with.
Second, FACA requires that establishment of such a council be in the “public interest.” In the past, the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has acknowledged that poorly managed trophy hunting can
undermine conservation efforts. Cases of this have been seen with both the African lion and African
elephant, among other endangered and threatened species. Given the various trophy hunting restrictions



and bans (of lion hunting at various times throughout the past several decades in Zimbabwe, Zambia, and
elsewhere; restrictions on imports of elephant trophies from Zimbabwe and Tanzania into the U.S.; bans
on trophy hunting in Kenya and Botswana; restrictions on leopard trophy imports from South Africa)
there is clear evidence that trophy hunting can be devastating to wildlife and therefore is not in the public
interest.
Furthermore, the proposed 18-person Council would meet twice a year in DC with “travel expenses,
including per diem” for all pro-trophy hunting members covered by U.S. taxpayer dollars. Provided that
86% of Americans oppose hunting big game and 56% oppose hunting animals for sport altogether, this is
hardly in the public interest to pay for this Council.
Finally, there is also an issue regarding the scope of the work of this Council. A lot of the work that is
described as an example of what the Council is responsible for is actually the statutory responsibility of
the FWS and it cannot delegate this to such an informal Council. This goes far beyond the purely
“advisory” role any Council must have.
For years, FOUR PAWS has been fighting a particularly gruesome form of trophy hunting called canned
hunting, where an estimated 6,000 to 9,000 African lions are born and raised on over 200 breeding farms
across South Africa. These lions are bred and raised expressly for the bullet, eventually being set loose in
a small and confined area to be shot by a paying hunter. Proper restrictions against this harmful practice
occurred last year, when FWS banned the imports of lion trophies from South Africa’s captive-bred lion
populations, finding no conservation benefit to the practice.

Ironically, supporters of the canned hunting industry, along with most trophy hunters, proclaim that their
actives support conservation. However, there is no legitimate evidence that any trophy hunting dollars
trickle down past corrupt governments to viable conservation efforts on the ground. In many cases, the
laws, institutions, and capacity necessary to make trophy hunting benefit conservation are simply lacking.
Instead, studies have shown that the amount of money generated by big game hunting pales in
comparison to the amount of money brought into countries through tourism and wildlife watching. That is
to say, local economies can gain more revenue from a wild animal alive and living in their natural habitat
– available to be viewed and photographed by tourists repeatedly – than of one shot dead once.

In the end, the U.S. government should focus on improving habitat conservation, preventing poaching,
and reducing human-wildlife conflict for endangered species – not promoting a highly offensive practice
supported by only a minority of Americans and the firearms and ammunition industry, which has no place
in the discussion for conserving international species.
FOUR PAWS urges the DOI to withdrawal the proposal to establish this detrimental Council that lacks
the necessary public interest, proper scientific input, and holistic, sustainable approach to species
protection that is needed to truly preserve and protect the world’s wildlife.
Sincerely,

Melanie Lary
Research and Campaigns Officer
 

About FOUR PAWS

FOUR PAWS is an international animal welfare organization with headquarters in Vienna, Austria and U.S.
headquarters in Boston, Massachusetts. Founded in 1988, the organization strives to help animals in need with
sustainable campaigns and projects. The work is based on substantiated research and scientific expertise as well as
intensive national and international lobbying. FOUR PAWS focuses on animals that are directly under human
influence: stray dogs and stray cats, farm animals, companion animals, and wild animals including bears, big cats
and orangutans kept in inappropriate conditions. With animal sanctuaries in Europe, the Middle East, and South
Africa, FOUR PAWS has years of expertise concerning the rescue, rehabilitation, and sanctuary care of big cats
and bears rescued from private keeping, circuses, zoos, and canned hunting facilities. With offices in Austria,
Australia, Belgium, Bulgaria, Germany, Hungary, Netherlands, Romania, South Africa, Switzerland, United
Kingdom and USA, FOUR PAWS aims to help animals in need directly and quickly.

 
Melanie Lary
Research and Campaigns Officer
 
FOUR PAWS International
6 Beacon St, Suite # 1110
Boston, MA 02108



phone: +1 (617) 942-1233
 
email: melanie.lary@four-paws.us
web: www.four-paws.us
 
Follow us on: Facebook | Twitter | YouTube | Instagram | Pinterest
 

mailto:melanie.lary@four-paws.us
http://www.four-paws.us/
https://www.facebook.com/FourPawsUSA
https://twitter.com/FOURPAWSUSA
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCDPbTveXVw2C6EYD4l5TUIg
https://instagram.com/four_paws_international/
https://de.pinterest.com/fourpawsint/
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Devansh Saini <devansh_95@hotmail.com>

From: Devansh Saini <devansh_95@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 07:39:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Devansh Saini 72, Bhagwan Nagar, Ashram New Delhi, ot 110014
9560436988
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jantien Bethlehem <bethlehem@kpnplanet.nl>

From: Jantien Bethlehem <bethlehem@kpnplanet.nl>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 06:05:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Jantien Bethlehem Molenweg 22 Oudeschip, ID 11111 0654754580
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ben Oscar Andersson <oscarsito@amail.com>

From: Ben Oscar Andersson <oscarsito@amail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 05:10:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Ben Oscar Andersson 55 My Street Chicago, IL 60601
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"weldon.r.williams@gmail.com" <weldon.r.williams@gmail.com>

From: "weldon.r.williams@gmail.com" <weldon.r.williams@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:47:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lary@larymckee.com" <lary@larymckee.com>

From: "lary@larymckee.com" <lary@larymckee.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:45:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

michael hayman <mhayman@amail.co.za>

From: michael hayman <mhayman@amail.co.za>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:25:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, michael hayman 36 Clydebank Road Cape Town, ot 8051 0827846139
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"mguevaraj@hotmail.es" <mguevaraj@hotmail.es>

From: "mguevaraj@hotmail.es" <mguevaraj@hotmail.es>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:42:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"Jelemongello@msn.com" <Jelemongello@msn.com>

From: "Jelemongello@msn.com" <Jelemongello@msn.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:38:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ronanmckeon@hotmail.com" <ronanmckeon@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:31:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: ronanmckeon@hotmail.com

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

"Kirsti.larsen@gmail.com" <Kirsti.larsen@gmail.com>

From: "Kirsti.larsen@gmail.com" <Kirsti.larsen@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:17:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Kirst.larsen@gmail.com" <Kirst.larsen@gmail.com>

From: "Kirst.larsen@gmail.com" <Kirst.larsen@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:17:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lucia.samaras@gmail.com" <lucia.samaras@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:12:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tiniparedis@gmail.com" <tiniparedis@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:11:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"Krlambie@gmail.com" <Krlambie@gmail.com>

From: "Krlambie@gmail.com" <Krlambie@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 04:06:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Lambie Krlambie@gmail.com GA US
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"Mivenza23@hotmail.com" <Mivenza23@hotmail.com>

From: "Mivenza23@hotmail.com" <Mivenza23@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:55:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Mivenza23@hotmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vincenza Ferlisi Mivenza23@hotmail.com DE
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"magickhours@gmail.com" <magickhours@gmail.com>

From: "magickhours@gmail.com" <magickhours@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:49:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Laurel Brewer magickhours@gmail.com CA US
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Jill Williams <jpen3@btinternet.com>

From: Jill Williams <jpen3@btinternet.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:48:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Jill Williams 11 Broxted Road London, ot SE6 4EW
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lanilang61@gmail.com" <lanilang61@gmail.com>

From: "lanilang61@gmail.com" <lanilang61@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:43:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leanne Lang lanilang61@gmail.com AU
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sammarye@gmail.com" <sammarye@gmail.com>

From: "sammarye@gmail.com" <sammarye@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:42:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"Deepa.ravindranath@gmail.com" <Deepa.ravindranath@gmail.com>

From: "Deepa.ravindranath@gmail.com"
<Deepa.ravindranath@gmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:40:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"miriamlagunasfitta@gmail.com" <miriamlagunasfitta@gmail.com>

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

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:40:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"isabellacer@hotmail.com" <isabellacer@hotmail.com>

From: "isabellacer@hotmail.com" <isabellacer@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:28:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jozef.lesaffre@telenet.be" <jozef.lesaffre@telenet.be>

From: "jozef.lesaffre@telenet.be" <jozef.lesaffre@telenet.be>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:27:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"rit.scholliers@gmail.com" <rit.scholliers@gmail.com>

From: "rit.scholliers@gmail.com" <rit.scholliers@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:26:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

Johanna Rantala <plutarkhos@luukku.com>

From: Johanna Rantala <plutarkhos@luukku.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 02:56:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Johanna Rantala Juustilankatu 8 A 5 Lahti, ot 15200
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Raymond Zhang <richarzhang@gmail.com>

From: Raymond Zhang <richarzhang@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 02:54:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Raymond Zhang 8617 Oak St Vancouver, BC V6P4B2
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"shelleyabbate56@gmail.com" <shelleyabbate56@gmail.com>

From: "shelleyabbate56@gmail.com" <shelleyabbate56@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:10:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelley Abbate shelleyabbate56@gmail.com
CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"susanluckman@hotmail.com" <susanluckman@hotmail.com>

From: "susanluckman@hotmail.com" <susanluckman@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:09:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

Silvia Bertano <silvia.bertano@comune.torino.it>

From: Silvia Bertano <silvia.bertano@comune.torino.it>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 02:05:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Silvia Bertano Corso Rosselli 123/8 Torino, ot 10129
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dml101@icloud.com" <dml101@icloud.com>

From: "dml101@icloud.com" <dml101@icloud.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:03:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, DM L dml101@icloud.com CA US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gothicfairyofthefarawaytree@hotmail.com"
<gothicfairyofthefarawaytree@hotmail.com>

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

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 03:03:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"drizztavs@gmail.com" <drizztavs@gmail.com>

From: "drizztavs@gmail.com" <drizztavs@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 02:52:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"laurie.m.mail@gmail.com" <laurie.m.mail@gmail.com>

From: "laurie.m.mail@gmail.com" <laurie.m.mail@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 02:49:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"marietta.m.vanderwerff@gmail.com" <marietta.m.vanderwerff@gmail.com>

From: "marietta.m.vanderwerff@gmail.com"
<marietta.m.vanderwerff@gmail.com>

Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 02:49:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"Keren1965@gmail.com" <Keren1965@gmail.com>

From: "Keren1965@gmail.com" <Keren1965@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 02:45:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carilina Vickers haro Keren1965@gmail.com
IL



Conversation Contents
We oppose the creation of an International Conservation Council to promote US
trophy hunting abroad!

Anneke Andries <annekea1@hotmail.com>

From: Anneke Andries <annekea1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thu Nov 23 2017 02:33:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: We oppose the creation of an International Conservation Council
to promote US trophy hunting abroad!



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rccatsinneed@gmail.com" <rccatsinneed@gmail.com>

From: "rccatsinneed@gmail.com" <rccatsinneed@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:58:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"sandycook64@msn.com" <sandycook64@msn.com>

From: "sandycook64@msn.com" <sandycook64@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:55:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandy Cook sandycook64@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

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

From: "karenjane16@hotmail.com" <karenjane16@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:54:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"audreym6565@hotmail.com" <audreym6565@hotmail.com>

From: "audreym6565@hotmail.com" <audreym6565@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:51:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Audrey Mittleberg
audreym6565@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kgde1120@gmail.com" <kgde1120@gmail.com>

From: "kgde1120@gmail.com" <kgde1120@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:48:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberly Goode kgde1120@gmail.com NY 
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"binaparab@gmail.com" <binaparab@gmail.com>

From: "binaparab@gmail.com" <binaparab@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:47:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"gallaux@earthlink.net" <gallaux@earthlink.net>

From: "gallaux@earthlink.net" <gallaux@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:45:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"Welladjustedpet@gmail.com" <Welladjustedpet@gmail.com>

From: "Welladjustedpet@gmail.com" <Welladjustedpet@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:44:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"mortuarygoth@hotmail.com" <mortuarygoth@hotmail.com>

From: "mortuarygoth@hotmail.com" <mortuarygoth@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:41:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: MAKE CHANGES to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"garytodd59@hotmail.com" <garytodd59@hotmail.com>

From: "garytodd59@hotmail.com" <garytodd59@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:31:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gary Todd garytodd59@hotmail.com GB
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"thayden28@gmail.com" <thayden28@gmail.com>

From: "thayden28@gmail.com" <thayden28@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:32:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tiffany Hayden thayden28@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"genea23@hotmail.com" <genea23@hotmail.com>

From: "genea23@hotmail.com" <genea23@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:30:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Evghenia Greiner genea23@hotmail.com US   
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tomoko Nakamura <tmk1234@gmail.com>

From: Tomoko Nakamura <tmk1234@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:30:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Tomoko Nakamura earth earth, ot 6508503
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rdtrapp@gmail.com" <rdtrapp@gmail.com>

From: "rdtrapp@gmail.com" <rdtrapp@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:28:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"Rob.vermunt@gmail.com" <Rob.vermunt@gmail.com>

From: "Rob.vermunt@gmail.com" <Rob.vermunt@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:28:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"margmainelli@live.com" <margmainelli@live.com>

From: "margmainelli@live.com" <margmainelli@live.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:25:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"Cld240207@gmail.com" <Cld240207@gmail.com>

From: "Cld240207@gmail.com" <Cld240207@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:26:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Clare Duncan Cld240207@gmail.com GB
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Jvanjle61@gmail.com" <Jvanjle61@gmail.com>

From: "Jvanjle61@gmail.com" <Jvanjle61@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:26:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacqueline Van jole Jvanjle61@gmail.com
NV NL
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Joannpfeiffer26@gmail.com" <Joannpfeiffer26@gmail.com>

From: "Joannpfeiffer26@gmail.com" <Joannpfeiffer26@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:22:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joann Pfeiffer Joannpfeiffer26@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"seraphmichael@hotmail.com" <seraphmichael@hotmail.com>

From: "seraphmichael@hotmail.com" <seraphmichael@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:23:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Martin seraphmichael@hotmail.com
IL US
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"lawilson52@gmail.com" <lawilson52@gmail.com>

From: "lawilson52@gmail.com" <lawilson52@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lorraine Wilson lawilson52@gmail.com KE
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"lupinsgalore@gmail.com" <lupinsgalore@gmail.com>

From: "lupinsgalore@gmail.com" <lupinsgalore@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:20:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "vwalvatne@msn.com" <vwalvatne@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:17:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "roseyeomans@telkomsa.net" <roseyeomans@telkomsa.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:11:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: roseyeomans@telkomsa.net

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

From: "eco@brustman.com" <eco@brustman.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:09:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hdshumaker@embarqmail.com" <hdshumaker@embarqmail.com>

From: "hdshumaker@embarqmail.com" 
<hdshumaker@embarqmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:09:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "Rocketblackcat@gmail.com" <Rocketblackcat@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:07:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheryl Owyang Rocketblackcat@gmail.com
CA US
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"jacarter1979@hotmail.com" <jacarter1979@hotmail.com>

From: "jacarter1979@hotmail.com" <jacarter1979@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:06:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Morgan jacarter1979@hotmail.com US
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"bonnytexas@gmail.com" <bonnytexas@gmail.com>

From: "bonnytexas@gmail.com" <bonnytexas@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:02:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "lmb@sti.net" <lmb@sti.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 23:00:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "sandy.guillot@icloud.com" <sandy.guillot@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:59:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "cheherazade@inayazanzibar.com" 
<cheherazade@inayazanzibar.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:53:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Lastly, African countries (same as their Asian 
and South American counterparts) rely on photographic safaris which is the real income maker 
for locals people and business and truly promotes conservation. Trophy hunting brings only 
more corruption and has hardly any positive impact on local communities. Depleting 
endangered species is putting legitimate business at risks and it is not a favor we are doing for 
future generation. Don’t be fooled by the hunting lobbies claims that this “sport” helps 
conservation. This is not based on facta but on “cooked” stats created by the same lobbies. 
Elephants, lions, rhinos, etc are meant to be in the wild in a safe environment not on some 
hinter’s wall. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make 
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.  
Sincerely, Cheherazade Cheikh cheherazade@inayazanzibar.com TZ
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"grace.cowan.sybil@gmail.com" <grace.cowan.sybil@gmail.com>

From: "grace.cowan.sybil@gmail.com" <grace.cowan.sybil@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:51:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "ryanmck_av@hotmail.com" <ryanmck_av@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:50:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ryan McKenzie ryanmck_av@hotmail.com
CA US
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"melmac38@hotmail.co.uk" <melmac38@hotmail.co.uk>

From: "melmac38@hotmail.co.uk" <melmac38@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:45:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melanie McDonald melmac38@hotmail.co.uk  
GB
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"Alexia.helgason@gmail.com" <Alexia.helgason@gmail.com>

From: "Alexia.helgason@gmail.com" <Alexia.helgason@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:44:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alexia Helgason Alexia.helgason@gmail.com  
CA
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"jamiecraun7@gmail.com" <jamiecraun7@gmail.com>

From: "jamiecraun7@gmail.com" <jamiecraun7@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:43:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jamie Craun jamiecraun7@gmail.com US
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"dorkat1@hotmail.com" <dorkat1@hotmail.com>

From: "dorkat1@hotmail.com" <dorkat1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:42:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Doris Katzen dorkat1@hotmail.com US
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"richardecooley@gmail.com" <richardecooley@gmail.com>

From: "richardecooley@gmail.com" <richardecooley@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:41:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "ggreen@wisc.edu" <ggreen@wisc.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:40:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Phyllis Jenkins <RPJENKINS_62626@hotmail.com>

From: Phyllis Jenkins <RPJENKINS_62626@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:40:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Phyllis Jenkins 150 E Foch St Carlinville, IL 62626 217-854-6635
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Liz Carlton <Liz.carlton1@btinternet.com>

From: Liz Carlton <Liz.carlton1@btinternet.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:39:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Liz Carlton 56 east bridge rd Chelmsford, ot Cm3 5sd
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Denise Nutt <dnutt12@gmail.com>

From: Denise Nutt <dnutt12@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:18:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Denise Nutt 6456 Old Church Way Reynoldsburg, OH 43068 
6148610053
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

jan rose <thecatta9tales@gmail.com>

From: jan rose <thecatta9tales@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:25:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even 
more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear 
that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. 
The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with 
advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Sincerely,
jan rose
thecatta9tales@gmail.com

mailto:thecatta9tales@gmail.com
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karen Smith <Apache@oh.rr.com>

From: Karen Smith <Apache@oh.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 22:07:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, ms Karen Smith 824 Thornwood Blvd. Elyria, OH 44035
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jose de Arteaga <kenn.jose@comcast.net>

From: Jose de Arteaga <kenn.jose@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:59:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr Jose de Arteaga 2014 31st Place, SE Washington, DC 20020 
2027898087
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cindy Sheaks <Ancf1@bellsouth.net>

From: Cindy Sheaks <Ancf1@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:51:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Cindy Sheaks 18934 NW 91 Ave Hialeah, FL 33018 3058391459
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Maria Ellen Connolly <meconnolly@hotmail.co.uk>

From: Maria Ellen Connolly <meconnolly@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Miss Maria Ellen Connolly 63 Carminia Road London, ot SW17 8AJ
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Brenda Kroupa <bcrowpa@comcast.net>

From: Brenda Kroupa <bcrowpa@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:49:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Brenda Kroupa 17450 Lunde Ln Rockville, VA 23146 8048401761
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mackenzie Blandford <macblandford@mac.com>

From: Mackenzie Blandford <macblandford@mac.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:45:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mackenzie Blandford 11 Aldergrove Place East St. Paul, MB R2E 0J4
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Shay Weisbrich <shayweisbrich@msn.com>

From: Shay Weisbrich <shayweisbrich@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:38:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Shay Weisbrich 4201 Burnham Ct. Santa Rosa, CA 95404 7075291923  
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Comment regarding wildlife conservation council
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Amy Rae Bashforth <amyraeb@sbcglobal.net>

From: Amy Rae Bashforth <amyraeb@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:28:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Comment regarding wildlife conservation council
Attachments: image001.png

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the 
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the 
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not waste taxpayer money 
by forming a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
 
 
Amy Rae Bashforth
Deputy District Leader Volunteer
Ohio Congressional District 15
amyraeb@sbcglobal.net 
humanesociety.org
 

Macintosh 
HD:WORK:Branding:Logos:

 

http://www.humanesociety.org/?credit=em_dlsig_hsus


I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the 
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the 
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer 
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
 
The comment period closes on November 24th, so we need you to make your voices heard 
today. 

You've proven your voices make a difference! With your help last year, Oregon took the lead in banning 
the import and sale of elephant trophies and several other endangered animal imports. Now, we need 
you to make your voice heard again.
 
Thank you for everything you do for animals!

Ann Radley
360-546-2622

Conversation Contents
Please protect our remaining elephants

Ann Radley <radleyartist@gmail.com>

From: Ann Radley <radleyartist@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:23:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Please protect our remaining elephants

Dear Mr. Winchell
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Keli Myers <Keli.myers12@gmail.com>

From: Keli Myers <Keli.myers12@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 21:01:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Keli Myers 5386 hwy 5 Catawba, SC 29704 9998887777
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

jane harmon <harmonjane126@gmail.com>

From: jane harmon <harmonjane126@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:39:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms jane harmon 126 Seventeenth St. N.E. Atlanta, GA 30309 404-892-
2491
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Fwd: International wildlife conservation council

Rene Breier <breierrene@yahoo.com>

From: Rene Breier <breierrene@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:54:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Fwd: International wildlife conservation council

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Rene Breier <breierrene@yahoo.com>
Date: November 22, 2017 at 7:46:20 PM PST
To: joshua_winchell@usfw.gov
Subject: International wildlife conservation council 

Joshua Winchell
I am diametrically  opposed to the idea of an international wildlife conservation 
 council. Do not give trophy hunters more clout in government decisions. Trophy 
hunting does NOT help conservation of endangered animals like rhino elephant and 
big cats. They have at most  10 years left in the wild.  Corruption in Africa and Asia is 
rampant. No way to ensure money goes to conservation—most likely to line pockets 
of greedy officials. Trophy hunting has a clear and serious negative effect on 
endangered wildlife. Use taxpayer money to SAVE endangered wildlife  and NOT to 
create a council which will promote trophy hunting or murder of  endangered 
animals.

Sincerely
Dr Rene Breier
Ph.d
Oregon

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:breierrene@yahoo.com
mailto:joshua_winchell@usfw.gov
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rebecca Frey <rebecca.frey@mac.com>

From: Rebecca Frey <rebecca.frey@mac.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:53:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Rebecca Frey 181 Cherry St Ukiah, CA 95482 7074632528
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gabriela Klacansky <GKLACANSKY@hotmail.com>

From: Gabriela Klacansky <GKLACANSKY@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:52:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Miss Gabriela Klacansky 15152 Russell Avenue White Rock Greater 
Vancouver, BC V4B 2P4 6048022786
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ariana Tortorici <ablute@gmail.com>

From: Ariana Tortorici <ablute@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:35:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Ariana Tortorici West Creek Drive San Jose, CA 95125 6508158834
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

LAURA GRAVES <LAURAHG70@gmail.com>

From: LAURA GRAVES <LAURAHG70@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:30:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. LAURA GRAVES 2901 0MBARDY CT AUGUSTA, GA 30909
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Angelina Coriandoli <angie11@sympatico.ca>

From: Angelina Coriandoli <angie11@sympatico.ca>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:27:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Angelina Coriandoli 378 d'amour Montreal, QC H8R 3E9 5145594916
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Creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Paul Asselta <buffington@centurytel.net>

From: Paul Asselta <buffington@centurytel.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:22:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mr. Joshua Winchell,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife 
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of 
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of 
threatened and endangered species. 

The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the 
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Sincerely,

Krin M. Asselta
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Julia Hunt <hunt1image@me.com>

From: Julia Hunt <hunt1image@me.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:01:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Julia Hunt 6633 Sawmills Rd. Dallas, TX 75252 972 248-6506
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"erin@kismet-design.com" <erin@kismet-design.com>

From: "erin@kismet-design.com" <erin@kismet-design.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:16:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"madavis1@vt.edu" <madavis1@vt.edu>

From: "madavis1@vt.edu" <madavis1@vt.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:15:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margie Davis madavis1@vt.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jamcl11@netzero.net" <jamcl11@netzero.net>

From: "jamcl11@netzero.net" <jamcl11@netzero.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:13:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julia McLaughlin jamcl11@netzero.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mbard@earthlink.net" <mbard@earthlink.net>

From: "mbard@earthlink.net" <mbard@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:13:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

Valerie Sotere <rudyofvalley@att.net>

From: Valerie Sotere <rudyofvalley@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:07:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Valerie Sotere 17 Kenmore Lane Milford, CT 06460 2033884169
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Robin Poppe <robn.poppe@co.pine.mn.us>

From: Robin Poppe <robn.poppe@co.pine.mn.us>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:07:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Robin Poppe 3249 Sandy Pines Rd Barnum, MN 55707
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"isodoramilton@gmail.com" <isodoramilton@gmail.com>

From: "isodoramilton@gmail.com" <isodoramilton@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

Helene Devin <cindy.guarnieri@hotmail.com>

From: Helene Devin <cindy.guarnieri@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:06:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Helene Devin 63 mill road Stamford, CT 06903 2033299221
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vclarkie@earthlink.net" <vclarkie@earthlink.net>

From: "vclarkie@earthlink.net" <vclarkie@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:02:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"kckmac@msn.com" <kckmac@msn.com>

From: "kckmac@msn.com" <kckmac@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:01:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"tracy.gowland1@gmail.com" <tracy.gowland1@gmail.com>

From: "tracy.gowland1@gmail.com" <tracy.gowland1@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 20:00:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy Deetlefs tracy.gowland1@gmail.com
ZA
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

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

From: "sndytoes@optonline.net" <sndytoes@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:55:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"suzannestoltz@att.net" <suzannestoltz@att.net>

From: "suzannestoltz@att.net" <suzannestoltz@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:55:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"photogirl1968@msn.com" <photogirl1968@msn.com>

From: "photogirl1968@msn.com" <photogirl1968@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Candice Stewart photogirl1968@msn.com
US
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"whatyoucomeupon@gmail.com" <whatyoucomeupon@gmail.com>

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

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:54:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "k_magura@hotmail.com" <k_magura@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:54:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mamoo2179@hotmail.com" <mamoo2179@hotmail.com>

From: "mamoo2179@hotmail.com" <mamoo2179@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:53:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lydia Wingrove mamoo2179@hotmail.com
US
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"kimhydes@icloud.com" <kimhydes@icloud.com>

From: "kimhydes@icloud.com" <kimhydes@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:54:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "julietjohns@mac.com" <julietjohns@mac.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:49:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Juliet Pearson julietjohns@mac.com HI US
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"forestpal1954@gmail.com" <forestpal1954@gmail.com>

From: "forestpal1954@gmail.com" <forestpal1954@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:49:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: forestpal1954@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Fleming forestpal1954@gmail.com NY 
US
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"brimagchris@gmail.com" <brimagchris@gmail.com>

From: "brimagchris@gmail.com" <brimagchris@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:47:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "wavewithin@earthlink.net" <wavewithin@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:47:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "mtphillipsfl@verizon.net" <mtphillipsfl@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:47:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "aborror@hotmail.com" <aborror@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:43:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "racouncil@prodigy.net" <racouncil@prodigy.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:43:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: racouncil@prodigy.net

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

"racouncil@prodigy.net" <racouncil@prodigy.net>

From: "racouncil@prodigy.net" <racouncil@prodigy.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:43:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: racouncil@prodigy.net



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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"beatrice@gainusa.com" <beatrice@gainusa.com>

From: "beatrice@gainusa.com" <beatrice@gainusa.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:43:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"hsavat22@gmail.com" <hsavat22@gmail.com>

From: "hsavat22@gmail.com" <hsavat22@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:40:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Domenica Mondo hsavat22@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Margaret Mcginnis <margaretmcginnis@verizon.net>

From: Margaret Mcginnis <margaretmcginnis@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:20:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Margaret Mcginnis 7 Rockview Rd Hull, MA 02045
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"marinafazio87@gmail.com" <marinafazio87@gmail.com>

From: "marinafazio87@gmail.com" <marinafazio87@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:40:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marina Fazio marinafazio87@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"adelegam@pacbell.net" <adelegam@pacbell.net>

From: "adelegam@pacbell.net" <adelegam@pacbell.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:39:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"bcbeagle@centurylink.net" <bcbeagle@centurylink.net>

From: "bcbeagle@centurylink.net" <bcbeagle@centurylink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:37:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"gsgordonjr@comcast.net" <gsgordonjr@comcast.net>

From: "gsgordonjr@comcast.net" <gsgordonjr@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:37:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, George Gordon gsgordonjr@comcast.net US   
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"mlthompson66@gmail.com" <mlthompson66@gmail.com>

From: "mlthompson66@gmail.com" <mlthompson66@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:36:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, mary lou thompson
mlthompson66@gmail.com US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

kate grotegut <gandggroup@earthlink.net>

From: kate grotegut <gandggroup@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:35:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, ms kate grotegut 5824 SW Arnold rd Plattsburg, MO 64477 816 668 6232
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nan Sea Love <Nansealove@gmail.com>

From: Nan Sea Love <Nansealove@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:14:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Nan Sea Love 2405 Spring Valley Road Clearlake Oaks, CA 95423 
7077081551
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"jnpaterno@gmail.com" <jnpaterno@gmail.com>

From: "jnpaterno@gmail.com" <jnpaterno@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:33:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"kybrow01@gmail.com" <kybrow01@gmail.com>

From: "kybrow01@gmail.com" <kybrow01@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:34:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kiley Brown Newton kybrow01@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jhammel77@gmail.com" <jhammel77@gmail.com>

From: "jhammel77@gmail.com" <jhammel77@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:33:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Hammel jhammel77@gmail.com TN US   
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Angela Steinberg <bobbercat@gmail.com>

From: Angela Steinberg <bobbercat@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:13:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Angela Steinberg 143 S. Midler Ave. Syracuse, NY 13206 315-475-
2921
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Shelley Sierra-Grubbs <flowergirl442@gmail.com>

From: Shelley Sierra-Grubbs <flowergirl442@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:12:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Shelley Sierra-Grubbs 6527 Bellfield Manor Ln Houston, TX 77084 
8328037919
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Wildlife Council

Linore Blackstone <llblackstone@comcast.net>

From: Linore Blackstone <llblackstone@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:31:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Wildlife Council

I am opposed to the forming of a “Wildlife Council” to give the voices who wish to target rather 
than steward the great creatures of our earth. What will be the ethic of this group? Will the 
people of this country have equal representation to oppose the trophy hunting? 

What we humans do causes great suffering; what is to be the moral code since these great 
animals cannot save themselves? This council will not protect other life. We humans won’t stop 
killing and taking and using unless we see the world alive and necessary to our lives. 

I despair. When do we stop the killing? What is it for? 
Linore Blackstone
llblackstone@comcast.net
1745 NE 49th 
Portland, Oregon 97213

mailto:llblackstone@comcast.net
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"skylight0214@hotmail.com" <skylight0214@hotmail.com>

From: "skylight0214@hotmail.com" <skylight0214@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:30:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanne Mckimpson
skylight0214@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Preed@hershlaw.com" <Preed@hershlaw.com>

From: "Preed@hershlaw.com" <Preed@hershlaw.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:29:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

Claire Schub <Claire.schub@tufts.edu>

From: Claire Schub <Claire.schub@tufts.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:08:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Claire Schub 4 Thingvalla Ave. Cambridge, MA 02138
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Deann Etheridge <zahar22@netzero.com>

From: Deann Etheridge <zahar22@netzero.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:07:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Deann Etheridge 366 W. Salem St. Clayton, OH 45315
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tina Overland <t.overland@icloud.com>

From: Tina Overland <t.overland@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:27:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Tina Overland 767 Hymettus Ave. Leucadia, CA 92024 7609421518
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lizbradshaw@twcny.rr.com" <lizbradshaw@twcny.rr.com>

From: "lizbradshaw@twcny.rr.com" <lizbradshaw@twcny.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:21:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

Christine Nicholson <cnicholson898@gmail.com>

From: Christine Nicholson <cnicholson898@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:21:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Christine Nicholson 1 standleys Birmingham, ot B23 5US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"leemorales12@icloud.com" <leemorales12@icloud.com>

From: "leemorales12@icloud.com" <leemorales12@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:19:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brendalee Morales
leemorales12@icloud.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Leemorales12@hotmail.com" <Leemorales12@hotmail.com>

From: "Leemorales12@hotmail.com" <Leemorales12@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:18:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brendalee Morales
Leemorales12@hotmail.com US
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"kfernandez2576@gmail.com" <kfernandez2576@gmail.com>

From: "kfernandez2576@gmail.com" <kfernandez2576@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:17:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Fernandez
kfernandez2576@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

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

From: "susan_abaci@hotmail.co.uk" <susan_abaci@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:15:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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



Conversation Contents
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"claudiat55@outlook.com" <claudiat55@outlook.com>

From: "claudiat55@outlook.com" <claudiat55@outlook.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:14:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Claudia Tanzer claudiat55@outlook.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"julierobin2458@gmail.com" <julierobin2458@gmail.com>

From: "julierobin2458@gmail.com" <julierobin2458@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:13:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Solomon julierobin2458@gmail.com US   
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"pjcharnoff@gmail.com" <pjcharnoff@gmail.com>

From: "pjcharnoff@gmail.com" <pjcharnoff@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:12:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"sjones60033@gmail.com" <sjones60033@gmail.com>

From: "sjones60033@gmail.com" <sjones60033@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:09:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Jones sjones60033@gmail.com US
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"amb2409@gmx.fr" <amb2409@gmx.fr>

From: "amb2409@gmx.fr" <amb2409@gmx.fr>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:09:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Annie BRION amb2409@gmx.fr FR
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"cyndi.faulkner@wnco.com" <cyndi.faulkner@wnco.com>

From: "cyndi.faulkner@wnco.com" <cyndi.faulkner@wnco.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:09:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cyndi Faulkner cyndi.faulkner@wnco.com
US
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"wolfladie7@gmail.com" <wolfladie7@gmail.com>

From: "wolfladie7@gmail.com" <wolfladie7@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:07:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, sheila mackey wolfladie7@gmail.com NY US
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"labradoritesky@gmail.com" <labradoritesky@gmail.com>

From: "labradoritesky@gmail.com" <labradoritesky@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:06:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "kristelcbuck@gmail.com" <kristelcbuck@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:05:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

Petra Jones <petra.jones@bigpond.com>

From: Petra Jones <petra.jones@bigpond.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:04:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Petra Jones 20 Garners Ave Sydney, ot 2204
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"tiggert2@q.com" <tiggert2@q.com>

From: "tiggert2@q.com" <tiggert2@q.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:04:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, susan milligan tiggert2@q.com US
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"secretsveltegirl@hotmail.com" <secretsveltegirl@hotmail.com>

From: "secretsveltegirl@hotmail.com" <secretsveltegirl@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 19:04:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"shearlefurnish@gmail.com" <shearlefurnish@gmail.com>

From: "shearlefurnish@gmail.com" <shearlefurnish@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:58:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"graveshm@appstate.edu" <graveshm@appstate.edu>

From: "graveshm@appstate.edu" <graveshm@appstate.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:58:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"greenhillbarry@gmail.com" <greenhillbarry@gmail.com>

From: "greenhillbarry@gmail.com" <greenhillbarry@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:57:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"jobee949@charter.net" <jobee949@charter.net>

From: "jobee949@charter.net" <jobee949@charter.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:57:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"janie.marlow@evsck12.com" <janie.marlow@evsck12.com>

From: "janie.marlow@evsck12.com" <janie.marlow@evsck12.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:55:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janie Marlow janie.marlow@evsck12.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"magdor2@tds.net" <magdor2@tds.net>

From: "magdor2@tds.net" <magdor2@tds.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:54:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marcia Geiger magdor2@tds.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"joann28277@gmail.com" <joann28277@gmail.com>

From: "joann28277@gmail.com" <joann28277@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:55:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joann Ferrulli joann28277@gmail.com NC 
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"eagle1jf@att.net" <eagle1jf@att.net>

From: "eagle1jf@att.net" <eagle1jf@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:54:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jose Figueroa Jr eagle1jf@att.net CA US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Emily van Alyne <oceanminded09@gmail.com>

From: Emily van Alyne <oceanminded09@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:54:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Emily van Alyne 6749 Whitestone Street West Richland, WA 99353 
5184803427
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cathy Laughlin <dogcat4498@gmail.com>

From: Cathy Laughlin <dogcat4498@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:51:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Cathy Laughlin 494 Gilmore Rd New Castle, PA 16102
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We are very much opposed to the creation of an International Wildlife 
Conservation Council.

Greg Griffin <gs_griffin@yahoo.com>

From: Greg Griffin <gs_griffin@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:52:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: We are very much opposed to the creation of an International 
Wildlife Conservation Council.

I oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council. Studies have repeatedly 

shown that trophy hunting does not aid in conservation. These so called coservation 

organizations, have in fact caused the populations of wildlife and most importantly endangered 

wildlife to continue to drop. 

Big game hunting is often unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild 

lions remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means a 

significant part of today's  population is killed each year solely by big game hunters. This is 

NOT sustainable - particularly in light of other pressures on population including poaching, 

deaths from conflicts with ranchers and habitat loss. This must be stopped or many of these 

magnificent wild creatures will become extinct in the near future. 

Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the weakest but hunters 

target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest mane or tusk. Often, 

these animals - the oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in their populations. They are 

the protectors, leaders and their removal puts their populations at risk. It might mean that 

other individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or that another male 

rogue lion might move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death of an 

individual animal due to hunting can and often does have a horrible  ripple effect. 

Over the last 100 years, hunting has been the main conservation method employed in main 

countries yet wildlife numbers keep declining. If trophy hunting was so great for conservation, 

why have African lions declined by 95% since the 1940's? The numbers simply do not support 

the assertion that trophy hunting benefits conservation.

Despite assertions that trophy hunting helps communities, most of the money goes to middle 

men and does not make its way to local communities. 

Trophy hunting can be linked to poaching. This can range from instances like with Cecil the 

lion, where hunters break the law, to poachers using trophy hunting as a smokescreen for a 

more in depth poaching operation. 

Trophy hunting fees incentivize managers to inflate numbers to bring in more money, putting 

species at risk. 

The outrage to the killing of Cecil the Lion, further demonstates that trophy hunting is simply 

not morally acceptable to most Americans. Our society sees it as outdated, cruel and needless. 



Please do not expand this elitist (rich boy) and brutal pastime but instead acknowledge that 

most Americans are now gravitating to more non-consumptive activities such as wildlife 

watching, bird watching, hiking, kayaking and the like. 

For all the above reasons, I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation 

Council, which seems like another desquised Trump tactic to continue his misguided attacks on 

wildlife, endangered wildlife and the environment.  

Sincerely, 

Mr. and Mrs. Gregory S. Griffin

Indiana - USA 

P.S.  IF THE COUNCIL GOES FORWARD, I nominate Born Free CEO and General Counsel, 

Parsham Khetan to sit on the council.

 Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/mobile/?.src=Android
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gretchenlapoint@gmail.com" <gretchenlapoint@gmail.com>

From: "gretchenlapoint@gmail.com" <gretchenlapoint@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:51:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gretchen LaPoint
gretchenlapoint@gmail.com US
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"wlac2010@gmail.com" <wlac2010@gmail.com>

From: "wlac2010@gmail.com" <wlac2010@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:50:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet Swedo wlac2010@gmail.com US
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"toohey@earthlink.net" <toohey@earthlink.net>

From: "toohey@earthlink.net" <toohey@earthlink.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:49:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "michelemidthun@icloud.com" <michelemidthun@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:48:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "awaisman@olympic.edu" <awaisman@olympic.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:45:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ablute@gmail.com" <ablute@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:45:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "fitprodeb@gmail.com" <fitprodeb@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:44:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Herring fitprodeb@gmail.com US
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"melisa.flynn69@gmail.com" <melisa.flynn69@gmail.com>

From: "melisa.flynn69@gmail.com" <melisa.flynn69@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:43:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melisa Flynn melisa.flynn69@gmail.com US
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"Zyohana@hotmail.com" <Zyohana@hotmail.com>

From: "Zyohana@hotmail.com" <Zyohana@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:41:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "charlielouisekittie@icloud.com" <charlielouisekittie@icloud.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:38:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "frankdgomez@gmail.com" <frankdgomez@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:38:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jrothryan@gmail.com" <jrothryan@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:38:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lynnfroebuck@att.net" <lynnfroebuck@att.net>

From: "lynnfroebuck@att.net" <lynnfroebuck@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:36:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"cwashington@wlrk.com" <cwashington@wlrk.com>

From: "cwashington@wlrk.com" <cwashington@wlrk.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:36:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lorimarran@gmail.com" <lorimarran@gmail.com>

From: "lorimarran@gmail.com" <lorimarran@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:36:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"theartisticgirl9899@gmail.com" <theartisticgirl9899@gmail.com>

From: "theartisticgirl9899@gmail.com" <theartisticgirl9899@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:34:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tamara Perez theartisticgirl9899@gmail.com
US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nicole Rivera <nmrivera@scu.edu>

From: Nicole Rivera <nmrivera@scu.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:13:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Nicole Rivera 431 El Camino Real Santa Clara, CA 95050
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lr_realtyworld@hotmail.com" <lr_realtyworld@hotmail.com>

From: "lr_realtyworld@hotmail.com" <lr_realtyworld@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:30:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ab-in-dbq@mchsi.com" <ab-in-dbq@mchsi.com>

From: "ab-in-dbq@mchsi.com" <ab-in-dbq@mchsi.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:31:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Fix the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 It
is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into
effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled. The U.S. is already importing thousands of
trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction -- the U.S. accounts for 71% of the
global imports of threatened species. Further, 87% of Americans don’t support hunting
endangered species. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to
make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation
aims. Sincerely, Ana B ab-in-dbq@mchsi.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"elizabeth128@optonline.net" <elizabeth128@optonline.net>

From: "elizabeth128@optonline.net" <elizabeth128@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:31:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marybeth Mikalsen
elizabeth128@optonline.net US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kelly Erwin <lilykins24@live.com>

From: Kelly Erwin <lilykins24@live.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:29:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Kelly Erwin 67100 Quijo Rd. Cathedral City, CA 92234 818-416-8210
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sbara@att.net" <sbara@att.net>

From: "sbara@att.net" <sbara@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:28:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"varney@mindspring.com" <varney@mindspring.com>

From: "varney@mindspring.com" <varney@mindspring.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:28:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"amekrock@gmail.com" <amekrock@gmail.com>

From: "amekrock@gmail.com" <amekrock@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:28:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"goodleaders@roadrunner.com" <goodleaders@roadrunner.com>

From: "goodleaders@roadrunner.com" <goodleaders@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:27:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jennifer.e.olvera@gmail.com" <jennifer.e.olvera@gmail.com>

From: "jennifer.e.olvera@gmail.com" <jennifer.e.olvera@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:26:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"c_famariss@hotmail.com" <c_famariss@hotmail.com>

From: "c_famariss@hotmail.com" <c_famariss@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:26:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

d ward <dwardshark@hotmail.com>

From: d ward <dwardshark@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:25:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mr d ward 38 pugsley rh, ON l4c8b7
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"genovesedianna80@activist.com" <genovesedianna80@activist.com>

From: "genovesedianna80@activist.com"
<genovesedianna80@activist.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:24:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dianna Genovese
genovesedianna80@activist.com CO US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Catherine Carswell,RN" <catnipcc@hotmail.com>

From: "Catherine Carswell,RN" <catnipcc@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:03:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Catherine Carswell,RN 18 gilead street boothbay harbor, ME 04538
2072723731
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jmvups@hotmail.com" <jmvups@hotmail.com>

From: "jmvups@hotmail.com" <jmvups@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:20:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"chris43484@gmail.com" <chris43484@gmail.com>

From: "chris43484@gmail.com" <chris43484@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:19:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christina McGrath chris43484@gmail.com
VA US
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Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Melissa Hasson-Snell <mhassonsnell@gmail.com>

From: Melissa Hasson-Snell <mhassonsnell@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:16:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Joshua, I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even
more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that
trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The
Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Sincerely, Melissa Hasson-Snell 530-753-
6135
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rachael_tilley@hotmail.com" <rachael_tilley@hotmail.com>

From: "rachael_tilley@hotmail.com" <rachael_tilley@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:12:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"colleenjohnson101873@hotmail.com"
<colleenjohnson101873@hotmail.com>

From: "colleenjohnson101873@hotmail.com"
<colleenjohnson101873@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:12:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colleen Johnson
colleenjohnson101873@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Angfwood@gmail.com" <Angfwood@gmail.com>

From: "Angfwood@gmail.com" <Angfwood@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:11:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"kaedinganne@gmail.com" <kaedinganne@gmail.com>

From: "kaedinganne@gmail.com" <kaedinganne@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:10:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: Karin Cereghino <karin@ida-africa.org>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:07:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Deeply opposed to the International Wildlife Conservation Council
Attachments: image001.jpg

Dear Mr. Winchell. I am writing you to express my deep opposition to the International Wildlife
"Conservation" Council. As an animal advocate working in Africa, I have firsthand knowledge of
the depraved behavior the Council will be promoting. International hunting in no way benefits
conservation or the economy, and in fact puts endangered species closer to extinction. It is
ludicrous to think otherwise. African nationals who make their living through commercial
poaching can’t be expected to respect endangered animals and the laws protecting them when
rich foreigners come to callously kill simply for the sport of it. Our organization has been fighting
poaching for over a decade and what the Council will stand for is inhumane, disgusting and
barbaric.
 
I am grateful for the hold the government has placed on the import of elephant trophies, but the
fact that nearly became a reality and may still, is a tremendous embarrassment to our country. I
have never been ashamed to be an American until now.
 
I can only hope that you are a moral person who understands the beauty of our planet and it’s
sentient animals. I will be very grateful this holiday season if the International Wildlife
“Conservation” Council does not come to fruition. And if the parties behind the decision to create
such an ill-conceived group learn an important lesson about our responsibility to our world.
 
Thank you,
Karin
 
Karin Cereghino
Development Manager, IDA-Africa / Sanaga-Yong Chimpanzee Rescue
971-544-7772 (office)
503-730-8693 (cell)
www.ida-africa.org

IDA-A logo-
signature

 

http://www.ida-africa.org/
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"eamundsen4@gmail.com" <eamundsen4@gmail.com>

From: "eamundsen4@gmail.com" <eamundsen4@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:07:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eric Amundsen eamundsen4@gmail.com OK
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kristencape@gmail.com" <kristencape@gmail.com>

From: "kristencape@gmail.com" <kristencape@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:06:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"leilani312@me.com" <leilani312@me.com>

From: "leilani312@me.com" <leilani312@me.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 18:05:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leilani Logan leilani312@me.com IL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tamarajotuttle@gmail.com" <tamarajotuttle@gmail.com>

From: "tamarajotuttle@gmail.com" <tamarajotuttle@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:56:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ldblack100@gmail.com" <ldblack100@gmail.com>

From: "ldblack100@gmail.com" <ldblack100@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:52:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Black ldblack100@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pearl28@msn.com" <pearl28@msn.com>

From: "pearl28@msn.com" <pearl28@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:51:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Guadalupe Espinoza pearl28@msn.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"valellis1@att.net" <valellis1@att.net>

From: "valellis1@att.net" <valellis1@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:49:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Valerie Ellis valellis1@att.net US
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"cathy.monaco@gmail.com" <cathy.monaco@gmail.com>

From: "cathy.monaco@gmail.com" <cathy.monaco@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:48:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



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

From: "holisticliz@hotmail.com" <holisticliz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:48:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "Ellencbfernandes@gmail.com" <Ellencbfernandes@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:47:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: Jennifer Campbell <jennifer.beth.campbell@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:37:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: comment on the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
 
I am writing to oppose the creation of the so-called International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced by
the Department of the Interior. This misleadingly named council has nothing to do with conservation, and
everything to do with promoting trophy hunting and giving trophy hunters more influence over government
policy. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered
species. As a taxpayer, I do not want the Department wasting taxpayer dollars to form a Council to support and
promote this deadly industry.

Sincerely,
Jennifer Campbell
112 Spring St
Cambridge, MA 02141
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Rosemary <slrf_baker@q.com>

From: Rosemary <slrf_baker@q.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 17:21:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Tropy Hunting

 
Dear Mr Winchell,
 
I am writing to you as a tax payer and animal welfare advocate. I am highly concerned about the creation
of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. This council is being set up not to help
conservation but to promote acts such as Trophy Hunting.
 
Trophy hunting threatens endangered species and is opposed by the most of the public, the incident
when Cecil the Lion was killed and the outrage it sparked shows how much of the public oppose this
archaic so called “Sport”.
 
I ask that you please do not support the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council.
 
Thank you for your time.
 
Tam Singer
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Beth Mason <BETHMASON64@gmail.com>

From: Beth Mason <BETHMASON64@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:28:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Beth Mason 5321 Odell School Road, Davidson, NC, United States
Davidson, NC 28036 7042079282



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lyndsey Taylor <lyndsey.taylor123@btinternet.com>

From: Lyndsey Taylor <lyndsey.taylor123@btinternet.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:27:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Lyndsey Taylor 10 Ivydale Road Bognor Regis, ot PO21 5LX



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joan Glasser <jgnbldr@comcast.net>

From: Joan Glasser <jgnbldr@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:04:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms Joan Glasser 4061 Eleuthera Ct Boulder, CO 80301 3034426694



Conversation Contents
Stop trophy hunting!!!!!

<laurasparks7@gmail.com>

From: <laurasparks7@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 16:04:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Stop trophy hunting!!!!!

I am very opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry.
Please!!! 
Laura Sparks 
Sent from my android device.



Conversation Contents
Stop favoring hunting over true, science-based conservation methods

dianna <dolcezza077@yahoo.com>

From: dianna <dolcezza077@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:45:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop favoring hunting over true, science-based conservation
methods

I am strongly opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table
of government decision making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The profits from hunting overwhelmingly end up in the hands of the tour
operators and government officials, not spent on conservation of native species or habitat protection for those
species. The Department should NOT be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

D Stirpe
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alex Vollmer <abv5@cornell.edu>

From: Alex Vollmer <abv5@cornell.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:20:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Alex Vollmer 26 Narragansett Cv San Rafael, CA 94901 4157854949



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Patricia Quintans <patquintans@hotmail.com>

From: Patricia Quintans <patquintans@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 15:39:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Patricia Quintans Espinosa 121 - 5th floor "A" H. Yrigoyen 250 - 5th floor
Buenos Aires city, ot 1406
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International Conservation Council

"Howard & Joyce Grabush" <hojosharley@aol.com>

From: "Howard & Joyce Grabush" <hojosharley@aol.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:58:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Conservation Council

I oppose the creation of an International Conservation Council to promote US trophy hunting abroad.  Studies have
repeated demonstrated that this is not an effective method of conservation and Cecil's death demonstrated that most
Americans find this pastime abhorrent. Please abandon plans to go forward with this council. #NoMoreCecils.

Sincerely,

Joyce Aubrey Grabush
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Holly Gingles <hvgingles@gmail.com>

From: Holly Gingles <hvgingles@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:27:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Holly Gingles 3111 Bel Air Drive 209 Las Vegas, NV 89109
9703199951



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gina LaBella <glabellagl@gmail.com>

From: Gina LaBella <glabellagl@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:25:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Gina LaBella 3729 Iroquois Ave Long Beach, CA 90808 909-717-6747



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"José HOLMGREN" <holmgren-jose@orange.fr>

From: "José HOLMGREN" <holmgren-jose@orange.fr>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:24:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, José HOLMGREN la Chaume de Givry Meillant, ot 18200 F
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Connie curnow <cscurnow@msn.com>

From: Connie curnow <cscurnow@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:23:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Connie curnow 219 summer meadow bountiful, UT 84010
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Opposition to International Wildlife Conservation Council.

Sandi Brown <brownsg@comcast.net>

From: Sandi Brown <brownsg@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:39:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposition to International Wildlife Conservation Council.

I am writing in opposition to the development of 
the International Wildlife Conservation Council.  
This council would help to promote trophy 
hunting, which is a hobby which is appalling in the 
twenty- first century.

The majestic wildlife in this and other nations are 
in jeopardy, and it is the responsibility of all of us 
to ensure future generations have the ability to 
see and enjoy (not kill) these glorious animals. 
Please do not waste my hard earned tax payer 
money on this council. Thank you. 

Sandra Godman Brown
1036 Royalist Rd.
Mt. Pleasant, SC2946



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Georgette Murray <iliviacherie@gmail.com>

From: Georgette Murray <iliviacherie@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:17:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Georgette Murray 14 Ave A WEST Wildwood, NJ 08260 6095229411



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carina Eriksson <gryphon9@live.se>

From: Carina Eriksson <gryphon9@live.se>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:36:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Carina Eriksson Vastergatan 21 J SWEDEN Billesholm, ot 267 73
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I oppose the IWCC

Sheila Trichter <strichter@warburgrealty.com>

From: Sheila Trichter <strichter@warburgrealty.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:35:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: I oppose the IWCC

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy murderers an even more prominent seat at the 
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy murdering undermines the 
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer 
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this death.
 
Dr. Steven J. Prince
Eugene, Oregon
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Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

etta karth <mamanirvana4@gmail.com>

From: etta karth <mamanirvana4@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:13:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, etta karth po box 641 pepeekeo, HI 96783



Conversation Contents
opposition to Int'l Wildlife Conservation Council

Bernie Fette <berniefette12@gmail.com>

From: Bernie Fette <berniefette12@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:12:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: opposition to Int'l Wildlife Conservation Council

Mr. Winchell,

I understand that the Department of the Interior plans to create what it calls an International Wildlife 
Conservation Council. And as I understand the direction for this Council, it is to be focused in large part 
on: promoting the "benefits" of international hunting, seeking to resume the legal trade of banned items, 
such as ivory, and streamlining importing permits for such items.

Clearly, the purpose of this Council is skewed toward the interests of the hunting industry and gun and 
ammunition manufacturers.  Trophy hunting does not in any way contribute to the conservation of 
wildlife.  To call this a "wildlife conservation" group is patently misleading, and frankly, insulting to 
those of us who dedicate our lives to real and genuine conservation efforts.

I am firmly opposed to the creation of this group.

Respectfully,

Bernie Fette
Austin, Texas
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rachel Parham <rmbarnes21@gmail.com>

From: Rachel Parham <rmbarnes21@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:11:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Rachel Parham 3943 Veselich Avenue #7 Los Angeles, CA 90039 
9254080026
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Vehemently Opposed to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

JoAnn Winkhart <jwinkhart@optonline.net>

From: JoAnn Winkhart <jwinkhart@optonline.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 14:04:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Vehemently Opposed to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

To Mr. Winchell,  I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation 
of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even 
more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that 
trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The
Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the 
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Sincerely, JoAnn Winkhart Voting 
Constituent NY Congressional District 1
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joseph Colton <jrcolton@roadrunner.com>

From: Joseph Colton <jrcolton@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:57:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr Joseph Colton 73442 Salt Cedar St. Palm Desert, CA 92260 
7608954174
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

katharine odell <katharineh78@charter.net>

From: katharine odell <katharineh78@charter.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:54:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, katharine odell 1415 Vilas ave madison, WI 53711
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

sally connelly <sallyconnelly4@gmail.com>

From: sally connelly <sallyconnelly4@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:52:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms sally connelly 126 white hall dr palm coast, FL 32164 3869864983
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Input on the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council 
Establishment

Steven Kelty <skelty94@gmail.com>

From: Steven Kelty <skelty94@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:48:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Input on the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council Establishment

I'm skeptical of the assertion that the establishment of a foreign hunting counsel is being created 
to aid conservation. The parallel timing of a review of the endangered species act also is 
disturbing. I would like to provide counsel the Secretary of Interior with the following 
observations: 

-One would not allow people to pay to hunt the homeless, one should not see species as 
commodities. Their lives are no less valuable than those of humans and are limited. 

-One may look to other species less imperiled and think it impossible that they will become 
endangered. Yet like the buffalo and many others, we have seen again and again that this 
assumption is wrong.

-No amount of money can bring back an extinct species. If a price is put on the lives of the last 
few black rhinoceros, it is a guarantee morally bankrupt individuals will pay it. 

-The head of a lion serves only one person while the viewing of a Lion can serve thousands. 

The creation of this counsel does not represent democracy. It affords the oligarchs of this 
country the ability to take something away from the entirety of the world. That international 
hunting will benefit conservation is a fallacy and damns us all.  

Sincerely, Steven Kelty
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No International Wildlife Conservation Council Please

Julia Caruk <j.caruk@me.com>

From: Julia Caruk <j.caruk@me.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:45:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: No International Wildlife Conservation Council Please

Dear Mr. Winchell,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council would give trophy hunters far too much influence on 
government decision-making. Trophy hunting is unnecessary and cruel, and undermines the 
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer 
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you very much for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Julia Caruk
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No trophy hunting, please

"Géraldine H. Poizat-Newcomb" <gpoizat@uoregon.edu>

From: "Géraldine H. Poizat-Newcomb" <gpoizat@uoregon.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:44:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: No trophy hunting, please

I am opposed to the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as it would 
probably support trophy hunting. Please do not support something that is morally and 
ecologically wrong. Thank you for listening. -- Géraldine Poizat-Newcomb Senior Instructor of 
French Dept of Romance Languages University of Oregon
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Odelia Shimshon <odelis1@gmail.com>

From: Odelia Shimshon <odelis1@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:44:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Miss Odelia Shimshon Vardinon Jerusalem, ot 00000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Yael Shimshon <yaels211@gmail.com>

From: Yael Shimshon <yaels211@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:43:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Miss Yael Shimshon Vardinon Jerusalem, ot 00000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marilyn Glasgow <glasgow1015@rogers.com>

From: Marilyn Glasgow <glasgow1015@rogers.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:42:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Marilyn Glasgow 1526 McLarenwood Terr London, ON N5W1Y1 
5194553424
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Shanti Teppara <shanti.teppara@gmail.com>

From: Shanti Teppara <shanti.teppara@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:40:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Shanti Teppara 1 Santa Rosa RHE, CA 90274
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IWCC

Ter Cob <tlc6257@gmail.com>

From: Ter Cob <tlc6257@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:38:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: IWCC

Dear Mr. Winchell,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more 
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy 
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. Taking "out" the 
healthiest, biggest animals from the gene pool is obviously detrimental even to the uneducated.  
The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising 
the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you for your time.  I hope you will make the best scientific decision. Please consider the 
very long term affects.  Teresa Coble, Springfield OR
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bronzesean Knight <bronzeseanknight@gmail.com>

From: Bronzesean Knight <bronzeseanknight@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:37:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Miss Bronzesean Knight PO Box 242792 Montgomery, AL 36124 
3104626310
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Concerned about the Wildlife and Conservation Council's plans on trophy hunting

"Jill S. Shapiro" <jss19@columbia.edu>

From: "Jill S. Shapiro" <jss19@columbia.edu>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:37:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Concerned about the Wildlife and Conservation Council's plans on 
trophy hunting

Dear Mr. Winchell,
I absolutely and resolutely oppose the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council.  Do not waste my tax  
dollars on this, or any agency, that promotes trophy hunting.  This disgraceful pastime in no way helps the 
conservation of threatened and endangered species.  The science on this is perfectly clear.
I am tired of the NRA influencing government decision making and cannot support the IWCC by any means.

Respectfully,
Jill Shapiro, US citizen
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Maria Bouret <lorenabouret@gmail.com>

From: Maria Bouret <lorenabouret@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:35:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Maria Bouret 2822 La Pampa Buenos Aires, ot caba1428
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Barbara Clayton <barbara.clayton@gmail.com>

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

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Barbara Clayton 1080 Remsen Ct Sunnyvale, CA 94087 6507137359
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Petrus van Gils <pico.van.gils@orange.fr>

From: Petrus van Gils <pico.van.gils@orange.fr>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:27:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr Petrus van Gils Prodin Beaune d'Allier, ot 03390 470071149

Petrus van Gils <pico.van.gils@orange.fr>

From: Petrus van Gils <pico.van.gils@orange.fr>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:33:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr Petrus van Gils Prodin Beaune d'Allier, ot 03390 470071149
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anne Schweitzer <annemschweitzer@gmail.com>

From: Anne Schweitzer <annemschweitzer@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:32:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Public Eye, Inc. Anne Schweitzer 4063 Haven St St. Louis, MO 63116 
3144204406
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No trophies!

Chelsie Wong <chelsie.wong@gmail.com>

From: Chelsie Wong <chelsie.wong@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:32:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: No trophies!

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The 
science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department 
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly 
industry.
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gloria Resa <gloryresa@cox.net>

From: Gloria Resa <gloryresa@cox.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:30:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Gloria Resa 151 Rainier Ct Chula Vista, CA 91911 6197379762
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Daniel Pruitt <ddpruitt@me.com>

From: Daniel Pruitt <ddpruitt@me.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:22:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Daniel Pruitt 901 Sharon Circle Smyrna, GA 30080
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Oppose formation of an International Wildlife Conservation Council

Erin Hauge <advocate4wildlife@gmail.com>

From: Erin Hauge <advocate4wildlife@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:15:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Oppose formation of an International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Joshua Winchell
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Joshua_winchell@fws.gov

Dear Mr. Winchell,

I oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation Council within the purview of the 
Department of Interior. While a wildlife conservation council should be focused on using best 
science to promote healthy best-practice management strategies, this council's goals would 
include giving trophy hunters a bigger voice in governmental decision-making. This is a 
frightening prospect.  

Indisputably, the reckless, wanton objective of trophy hunting is to come home with an animal to 
hang on a wall. Trophy hunting has absolutely nothing to do with the conservation of threatened 
and endangered species.

The Department of Interior should most definitely not be using taxpayer money to fund any 
council whose purpose is to advise the government on ways to promote trophy hunting, a 
deadly and unnecessary industry that continues to strip our planet of essential wildlife.  

At a time when we are losing wildlife from our ecosystems at a staggering rate due to loss of 
habitat and human persecution, I urge you to reconsider the objectives of this proposed council.  
Use its advisory capacity to promote true conservation and survival of all species without trophy 
hunting.

Thank you for your consideration.

-- 
Erin Hauge
Certified California Naturalist
Wildlife and Habitat Conservation Advocate
Advocate4Wildlife@gmail.com

Walk quietly Coyote, the practical people are coming now.
Thomas Hornsby Ferril

“…this is why the caribou and the wolf are one; for the caribou feeds the wolf, but it is the wolf 

mailto:Joshua_winchell@fws.gov
mailto:Advocate4Wildlife@gmail.com


who keeps the caribou strong.”
Eskimo legend as told to Farley Mowat
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Emma Bradshaw <emmabradshaw@comcast.net>

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

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Emma Bradshaw 2868 Valley Forge Road LISLE, IL 60532 
6309612868
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Demetra Chazanas <demetra.chazanas@gmail.com>

From: Demetra Chazanas <demetra.chazanas@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:12:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell:

I am writing to voice my opposition to the Department of the Interior’s announcement to create the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. 

The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-
making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and 
endangered species, flowing little revenue into conservation, on average, while promoting poaching and 
subverting popular public opinion.  

These animals are worth far more alive  as recurring revenue-generating assets through tourism than 
dead as one-off hunting permits, and the data support this reality.  These are, after all, Public natural 
resources, not the possessions of a select, greedy few.  

The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the 
Department on ways to promote this dying industry.

Thank you.

Warmest,
Demetra
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joan Peter <joanpeter@comcast.net>

From: Joan Peter <joanpeter@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 13:11:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Joan Peter 5805 98th Avenue NW Gig Harbor, WA 98335 2537223337
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Stevie Sugarman <wrathchild62@gmail.com>

From: Stevie Sugarman <wrathchild62@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:48:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. Stevie Sugarman PO Box 923 Malibu, CA 90265 3109636536
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NO to International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kelly Tanguay <kct924@gmail.com>

From: Kelly Tanguay <kct924@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:43:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: NO to International Wildlife Conservation Council

 
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the 
creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council 
will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of 
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting 
undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. 
The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a 
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this 
deadly industry.

Thank you, 
Kelly Tanguay 
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy Kurczewski <nancykurczewski@riterug.com>

From: Nancy Kurczewski <nancykurczewski@riterug.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:36:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Nancy Kurczewski 259 Bertram Dr Gahanna, OH 43230 n/a
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Isabel Gund <isabel@briophoto.com>

From: Isabel Gund <isabel@briophoto.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:35:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Isabel Gund 526 Jones St Ventura, CA 93003
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

maria salas <mjmsalas@gmail.com>

From: maria salas <mjmsalas@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:34:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs maria salas Lillehammervegen 618 Gjovik, ot 2825
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Linda Blossom <lindajblossom@gmail.com>

From: Linda Blossom <lindajblossom@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:17:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Linda Blossom 8387 Knight ST Interlaken, NY 14847
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

rosalie wind <rosaliewind@gmail.com>

From: rosalie wind <rosaliewind@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:11:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, rosalie wind 112 w 30 0n kanab, UT 84471
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dale Drouin <vegangiraffegirl@gmail.com>

From: Dale Drouin <vegangiraffegirl@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:06:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Dale Drouin 490 N. Civic Drive Walnut Creek, CA 94596 4157105933
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hjjones47tr@gmail.com" <hjjones47tr@gmail.com>

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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



From: Christina Scaringe <christinascaringe@ad-international.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:48:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Fish and Wildlife Service 
[FWS–HQ–R–2017–N118]; [FXGO1664091HCC0–FF09D00000–
178] International Wildlife Conservation Council Establishment;

Attachments:

USFWS Final Rule.2015-31958.pdf ATT00001 Why no role in 
conservation for captive bred lions.pdf ATT00002 Chairmans-End-
of-Year-Report-Dec.-2014.pdf ATT00003 2017.EAL The Lion's 
Share - re economics of trophy hunting.pdf ATT00004 
image001.jpg ATT00005 image002.jpg ATT00006

Good afternoon Mr. Winchell,

Attached data for your review, in reference to Federal Register Notice FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118. 
ADI’s comments in response to the requested inquiry are forthcoming, and will be submitted 
prior to the noted deadline. There will be several emails with attachments; however, there are 
some that are too large for email delivery - do you accept documents linked via dropbox?

Christina Scaringe <christinascaringe@ad-international.org>

From: Christina Scaringe <christinascaringe@ad-international.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:56:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Re: DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Fish and Wildlife Service 
[FWS–HQ–R–2017–N118]; [FXGO1664091HCC0–FF09D00000–
178] International Wildlife Conservation Council Establishment;

Attachments:

2016 USFWS Hunting and Fishing Survey - issued Aug2017.pdf 
ATT00001 USFWS Enhancement Finding for African Elephants 
Taken as Sport-Hunted Trophies in Tanzania during 2014.pdf 
ATT00002 4.3.16 EU MEP Neena Gill - Trophy hunting – bad for 
conservation, bad for welfare.pdf ATT00003 image001.jpg 
ATT00004 image002.jpg ATT00005

Good afternoon Mr. Winchell,

Attached data for your review, in reference to Federal Register Notice FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118. 
ADI’s comments in response to the requested inquiry is forthcoming, and will be submitted prior 
to the noted deadline. 

Christina Scaringe <christinascaringe@ad-international.org>

From: Christina Scaringe <christinascaringe@ad-international.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:05:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Re: DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Fish and Wildlife Service 
[FWS–HQ–R–2017–N118]; [FXGO1664091HCC0–FF09D00000–



178] International Wildlife Conservation Council Establishment;

Attachments:

4.9.14 PLOS ONE Comparative Skull Analysis Suggests Species-
Specific Captivity-Related Malformation in Lions (Panthera 
leo).pdf ATT00001 6.13.16 US HOUSE Natural Resources 
Committee report - trophy hunting threatens species survival.pdf 
ATT00002 8.12.15 US Senate Letter to FWS re listing African 
Lions.pdf ATT00003 image001.jpg ATT00004 image002.jpg 
ATT00005

Good afternoon Mr. Winchell,

Attached data for your review, in reference to Federal Register Notice FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118. 
ADI’s comments in response to the requested inquiry is forthcoming, and will be submitted prior 
to the noted deadline. 

Christina Scaringe <christinascaringe@ad-international.org>

From: Christina Scaringe <christinascaringe@ad-international.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Re: DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Fish and Wildlife Service 
[FWS–HQ–R–2017–N118]; [FXGO1664091HCC0–FF09D00000–
178] International Wildlife Conservation Council Establishment;

Attachments:

The-200-Million-Question-How-Much-Does-Trophy-Hunting-
Really-Contribute-to-African-Communities.2013.pdf ATT00001 
USFWS 2015 no enhancement finding for elephants taken 
Tanzania.pdf ATT00002 image001.jpg ATT00003 image002.jpg 
ATT00004

Good afternoon Mr. Winchell,

Attached data for your review, in reference to Federal Register Notice FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118. 
I’ve also included larger documents for your review at this dropbox link, which will remain active 
for 30 days. ADI’s comments in response to the requested inquiry is forthcoming, and will be 
submitted prior to the noted deadline. 

Christina Scaringe <christinascaringe@ad-international.org>

From: Christina Scaringe <christinascaringe@ad-international.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:59:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Re: DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Fish and Wildlife Service 
[FWS–HQ–R–2017–N118]; [FXGO1664091HCC0–FF09D00000–
178] International Wildlife Conservation Council Establishment;
Science The impact of hunting on tropical mammal and bird 
populations.pdf ATT00001 Nov2004 Univ. of Port Elizabeth 

https://www.dropbox.com/sh/9ul8x8muiy3ksol/AABD_QU7sWJsBnvJZ5jwJQlGa?dl=0


Attachments: ecotourism 15x dollars as hunting.pdf ATT00002 June 2015 Smith 
Molde US-Wildlife-Funding.pdf ATT00003 image001.jpg 
ATT00004 image002.jpg ATT00005

Good afternoon Mr. Winchell,

Attached data for your review, in reference to Federal Register Notice FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118. 
ADI’s comments in response to the requested inquiry is forthcoming, and will be submitted prior 
to the noted deadline. 
 

Christina Scaringe <christinascaringe@ad-international.org>

From: Christina Scaringe <christinascaringe@ad-international.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:23:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Re: DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Fish and Wildlife Service 
[FWS–HQ–R–2017–N118]; [FXGO1664091HCC0–FF09D00000–
178] International Wildlife Conservation Council Establishment;

Attachments:
Gabon testimony.intervention at CITES CoP17 for Appendix 1 
listing.to close all ivory markets.pdf ATT00001 2009-IUCN Report 
- Big Game Hunting What is its contribution to conservation.pdf 
ATT00002 image001.jpg ATT00003 image002.jpg ATT00004

Good afternoon Mr. Winchell,

Attached data for your review, in reference to Federal Register Notice FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118. 
ADI’s comments in response to the requested inquiry is forthcoming, and will be submitted prior 
to the noted deadline. 

Christina Scaringe <christinascaringe@ad-international.org>

From: Christina Scaringe <christinascaringe@ad-international.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:43:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Re: DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Fish and Wildlife Service 
[FWS–HQ–R–2017–N118]; [FXGO1664091HCC0–FF09D00000–
178] International Wildlife Conservation Council Establishment;

Attachments:

Nature re overexploitation.pdf ATT00001 Elephant poaching rates 
virtually unchanged in 2014 CITES.pdf ATT00002 PLOS ONE The 
Lion in West Africa Is Critically Endangered.pdf ATT00003 2013 
social disruption decades after cull.pdf ATT00004 image001.jpg 
ATT00005 image002.jpg ATT00006

Good afternoon Mr. Winchell,

Attached data for your review, in reference to Federal Register Notice FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118. 
ADI’s comments in response to the requested inquiry is forthcoming, and will be submitted prior 



to the noted deadline. 

Christina Scaringe <christinascaringe@ad-international.org>

From: Christina Scaringe <christinascaringe@ad-international.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:46:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Re: DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Fish and Wildlife Service 
[FWS–HQ–R–2017–N118]; [FXGO1664091HCC0–FF09D00000–
178] International Wildlife Conservation Council Establishment;

Attachments:

7.30.15 US House Letter to USFWS Listing African Lions as 
Threatened.pdf ATT00001 11.16.15 American 'Trophy' Hunters 
Kill Endangered, Threatened Animals Abroad Almost Daily NBC 
Bay Area.pdf ATT00002 image001.jpg ATT00003 image002.jpg 
ATT00004

Good afternoon Mr. Winchell,

Attached data for your review, in reference to Federal Register Notice FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118. 
ADI’s comments in response to the requested inquiry is forthcoming, and will be submitted prior 
to the noted deadline. 

Christina Scaringe <christinascaringe@ad-international.org>

From: Christina Scaringe <christinascaringe@ad-international.org>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:06:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject:
Re: DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Fish and Wildlife Service 
[FWS–HQ–R–2017–N118]; [FXGO1664091HCC0–FF09D00000–
178] International Wildlife Conservation Council Establishment;

Attachments:
11.22.17 ADI submission FWS–HQ–R–2017–N118 USFWS re 
International Wildlife Conservation Council.pdf ATT00001 
image001.jpg ATT00002 image002.jpg ATT00003

Good afternoon Mr. Winchell,

Attached for your review, in reference to Federal Register Notice FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118, are 
ADI’s comments opposing the establishment of an International Wildlife Conservation Council, 
as proposed, to promote international trophy hunting. 
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Conversation Contents
Comment on Trophy Hunting

Cheryl Fergeson <cfxena888@gmail.com>

From: Cheryl Fergeson <cfxena888@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:05:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Comment on Trophy Hunting

To Joshua Winchell, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service:
 
     I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation 
of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy 
hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. 
The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of 
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting 
taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to 
promote this deadly industry.  Remember, the American people are watching!
 
Sincerely,
Cheryl Fergeson
Ogden, UT  84404
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Gottfried <suepurr@lookoutnow.com>

From: Susan Gottfried <suepurr@lookoutnow.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 12:03:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Susan Gottfried 619 Cricklewood State College, PA 16803
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jennifer Leon <jennifer.leon@bigcatrescue.org>

From: Jennifer Leon <jennifer.leon@bigcatrescue.org>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:59:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Jennifer Leon 12802 Easy St. Tampa, FL 33625 813-393-6066
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Opposed to IWCC!

Asha Chotard <ashachotard@yahoo.com>

From: Asha Chotard <ashachotard@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 11:47:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposed to IWCC!

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife 
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of 
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of 
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a 
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Emily Lowery
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 

https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Geraldine Lindley <glindley@bell.net>

From: Geraldine Lindley <glindley@bell.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:13:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Geraldine Lindley 34 Whitewood Rd Toronto, ON M4S 2X7
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Laetitia Andreani <andreani.laetitia@orange.fr>

From: Laetitia Andreani <andreani.laetitia@orange.fr>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:12:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Laetitia Andreani Maison communale La porta, DC 20237
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michael Roteik <mroteik@comcast.net>

From: Michael Roteik <mroteik@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:12:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Hello Joshua,
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more 
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy 
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department 
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department 
on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Please help end this effort to form this Council. Thank you.

Michael Roteik
Hillsboro, OR
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Katarzyna Pryciak <p.kasia@hotmail.com>

From: Katarzyna Pryciak <p.kasia@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:10:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Katarzyna Pryciak 551Topping London, ON N6j3m9
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karen DeBraal <thestayfreekarebear@gmail.com>

From: Karen DeBraal <thestayfreekarebear@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:06:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, ms Karen DeBraal 935 B St Springfield, OR 97477 5417311466
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cherie Mason <cheriemason@gwi.net>

From: Cherie Mason <cheriemason@gwi.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:05:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Cherie Mason 121 Sellers Rock Run 121 Sellers Rock Run Sunset, 
ME 04683 207-348-6971
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Proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council

Wendy <feiruzaliya@googlemail.com>

From: Wendy <feiruzaliya@googlemail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:03:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Sir,

I write to state my concerns for the above.

For decades big game hunting has been the only method of conservation, ineffective if 
one notices Wildlife populations continue to plummet.  Big game hunting furthermore is 
unsustainable - only 20-35,000 wild lions remain in Africa with 6,000killed yearly by 
trophy hunters.  The maths to that is between 2-3% are killed each year exclusively by 
big game hunters.  Combine deaths via poaching, conflicts and habitat losses and the 
death rate is higher.

Trophy hunting busies itself with killing off the larger animals, nature works in reverse by 
targeting the weaker.  The animals the trophy hunters select are the older and wiser - the 
teachers, removing them wreaks havoc on the structure and habits of a pack/population 
and it's protection.  In the case of Lions should an alpha male be killed other males can 
move in and kill the remaining cubs.  The structure and natural order and scheme of 
things is totally destroyed by a hunter 'taking out' what in sheer head count terms is only 
ONE animal, the disastrous ripple effect actually causes so many more deaths.

Should trophy hunting was so great for conservation, why then have African lions 
declined by 95% since 1940.  Numbers do not support the assertion that trophy hunting 
benefits conservation. Assurances that monies go into local communities!  most it would 
appear goes to the middle men. Trophy hunting fees give incentives to managers to 
inflate numbers and bring in more money, putting species at even greater risk. 

As was seen by the visceral reaction  to Cecil the Lion, trophy hunting is simply not 
morally acceptable to countless Americans. It is viewed as outdated, cruel, barbaric and 
utterly needless.  I urge you please do not expand this elitist and brutal pastime.  Please 
also look to how most Americans are gravitating to more non-consumptive, less bloody 
activities such as wildlife WATCHING, bird watching, hiking, kayaking and the like. 

Sincerely,
Wendy Dore-Sutton
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Michèle Keigler" <miphi57@gmail.com>

From: "Michèle Keigler" <miphi57@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 09:02:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mme. Michèle Keigler 40 rue de thionville 1er étage Uckange, ot 57270
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anne-Marie Hewitt <ammahew@hotmail.com>

From: Anne-Marie Hewitt <ammahew@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:56:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Miss Anne-Marie Hewitt Finstall Bromsgrove, NY 12345
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Stephanie Dejou <Red3898@gmail.com>

From: Stephanie Dejou <Red3898@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:55:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Stephanie Dejou 6650, A Boul. Roi-René Anjou, QC H1K 3G3
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sasa Fukui <tsauter.fukui@gmail.com>

From: Sasa Fukui <tsauter.fukui@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:44:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Sasa Fukui Mejiro Toshimaku Tokyo, ot 171-0031
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jill Chiappini <chiappini.jill@gmail.com>

From: Jill Chiappini <chiappini.jill@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:35:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Jill Chiappini Mrs Jill Chiappini First Avenue Claremont Cape Town, ot 
7708
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Debbie Buckheim <kdgbuck@pacbell.com>

From: Debbie Buckheim <kdgbuck@pacbell.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:33:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Debbie Buckheim 5555 Valentina Ave. Atascadero, CA 93422
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ronald Houghton Jr <displacedartist67@att.net>

From: Ronald Houghton Jr <displacedartist67@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:32:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. Ronald Houghton Jr 245 Lions Gate Drive St. Augustine, FL 32080 
9042943530
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mary Larsen <mlarsen77@msn.com>

From: Mary Larsen <mlarsen77@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:27:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mary Larsen 3836 E 39th Ct Des moines, IA 50317 5152018301
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

robert dowling <juliebob47@verizon.net>

From: robert dowling <juliebob47@verizon.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:27:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, mr robert dowling 29 country woods lane STATEN ISLAND, NY 10308 
5555555555
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jalong1913@gmail.com" <jalong1913@gmail.com>

From: "jalong1913@gmail.com" <jalong1913@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:23:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alys Long jalong1913@gmail.com TX US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

MARY MELNYK <mary31044@hotmail.com>

From: MARY MELNYK <mary31044@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:14:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, MISS MARY MELNYK 9 McGill London, ON N5W 1X1
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lyndsay Alexander <lynsalexander@mymts.net>

From: Lyndsay Alexander <lynsalexander@mymts.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:05:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Lyndsay Alexander 39 White Swan trailer crt Brandon, MB R7C 0A2
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

bernedene sobreira <bernie24@telkomsa.net>

From: bernedene sobreira <bernie24@telkomsa.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 08:01:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, bernedene sobreira 17 regency cape town, ot 75000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Paula Lehman <paulalehman@comcast.net>

From: Paula Lehman <paulalehman@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:59:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, ms Paula Lehman 2270 Waterford Drive Camp Hill,PA 17011, PA 170¹1 
7176359384
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kelsey Montgomery <kelseyleah73@gmail.com>

From: Kelsey Montgomery <kelseyleah73@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:57:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Kelsey Montgomery 709 Omega Drive Lafayette, LA 70506 3374127578
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Grant <smcav40@att.net>

From: Susan Grant <smcav40@att.net>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:55:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Susan Grant PO Box 298 17 Revere St. Humarock, MA 02047 
6175955560
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy Schloss <nancy.georgie@gmail.com>

From: Nancy Schloss <nancy.georgie@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:52:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Nancy Schloss 44 W. 62 St. Apt. 4B New York, NY 10023 212 765 0582
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Monica Natale <monica1natale66@gmail.com>

From: Monica Natale <monica1natale66@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:48:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Joshua,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of an International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters more power to influence the 
government decision-making when they should have none. Trophy hunting is a despicable pastime 
for rich people and undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The 
Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the 
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
Sincerely,
Monica Natale
399 School St
Marshfield,Ma 02050
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ellie Hansen <elliemaria@msn.com>

From: Ellie Hansen <elliemaria@msn.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 07:48:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Vladislav Pertov <Vladislav.5rov@gmail.com>

From: Vladislav Pertov <Vladislav.5rov@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:29:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr Vladislav Pertov Hadzhi Dimitar 13 Cherven bryag, ot 5980
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kym Passfeld <fairynice1@verizon.net>

From: Kym Passfeld <fairynice1@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:58:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Kym Passfeld 11989 Pasco Trails Blvd Spring Hill, FL 34610 
8132359062
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ryan Nelson <rgn13185@gmail.com>

From: Ryan Nelson <rgn13185@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:51:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Capt Ryan Nelson 3760 Jetty Pt. Carlsbad, CA 92010



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Liliana fiorini <Lilianaclaudia68@gmail.com>

From: Liliana fiorini <Lilianaclaudia68@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:19:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Sra. Liliana fiorini 308 W Main Ohio, OH 44601
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lori Odessa <odessaluv@hotmail.com>

From: Lori Odessa <odessaluv@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:39:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Lori Odessa PO Box 57002 Philadelphia, PA 19111 2677606886
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Bortell <susanbortell@att.net>

From: Susan Bortell <susanbortell@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:27:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Susan Bortell 1418 LaRain Drive Michigan City, IN 46360
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lindsay Southcombe <lindsay@transitiontruro.org.uk>

From: Lindsay Southcombe <lindsay@transitiontruro.org.uk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:56:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Lindsay Southcombe Baynards Villa Truro, ot TR11EH
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Debra Yanko <tersolar@comcast.net>

From: Debra Yanko <tersolar@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:49:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Debra Yanko 303 Mews Court Stafford, VA 22556 5407296962
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carol Whitehurst <whitehurstcj@gmail.com>

From: Carol Whitehurst <whitehurstcj@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:11:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. Carol Whitehurst 715 N 3rd St Apt 4 Tacoma, WA 98403 12505371653  
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Howard Schultz <howieandtammy@comcast.net>

From: Howard Schultz <howieandtammy@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:09:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. Howard Schultz 5131 Highpoint Dr.. Swartz Creek, MI 48473 
8106552738
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Erika Kugler <erika-kugler@kabelmail.de>

From: Erika Kugler <erika-kugler@kabelmail.de>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:51:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Erika Kugler Soldnerstr.1 Fürth, ot 90766
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bruce Campbell <bcampbel@stfx.ca>

From: Bruce Campbell <bcampbel@stfx.ca>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:08:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Bruce Campbell 36 Maple Antgonish, NS b2g 1G2
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gail McMahon <canarymom@earthlink.net>

From: Gail McMahon <canarymom@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:01:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Gail McMahon 1702-B 14th Terrace South Birmingham, AL 35205
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Larry Nigh <nighlarry@gmail.com>

From: Larry Nigh <nighlarry@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:04:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Larry Nigh 1200 S Cleveland St Arlington, VA 22204 7038612128
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ruth MacEachern <madraisnow@gmail.com>

From: Ruth MacEachern <madraisnow@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:56:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ruth MacEachern 2238 Seabank Rd Courtenay, BC V9J 1Y1
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

maria lucia souza <homelu@ig.combr>

From: maria lucia souza <homelu@ig.combr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:59:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. maria lucia souza rua aimores,612 belo horizonte, ot 30140-070
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jonathan Goldstein <jgoldstein@braytonlaw.com>

From: Jonathan Goldstein <jgoldstein@braytonlaw.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:47:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Dr Jonathan Goldstein 222 Rush Landing Road Novato, CA 94945
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jeannine Rinaldi <lostinthefog@embarqmail.com>

From: Jeannine Rinaldi <lostinthefog@embarqmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:58:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Jeannine Rinaldi 3279 Casey Drive Las Vegas, NV 89120
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

nicola smith <treasures1950@gmail.com>

From: nicola smith <treasures1950@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:52:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, mrs nicola smith calle medico ernesto santa cruz de tenerife, ot 38350
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Angelique Delattre <serendipity_25@hotmail.fr>

From: Angelique Delattre <serendipity_25@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:47:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Miss Angelique Delattre 35 rue de la papeterie Corbeil-Essonnes, ot 91100  
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elizabeth Magnan <emagnan1187@gmail.com>

From: Elizabeth Magnan <emagnan1187@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:55:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Elizabeth Magnan 1679 Heatherdale Ave San Jose, CA 95126
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marie Maciel <mtctam@outlook.com>

From: Marie Maciel <mtctam@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:54:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Marie Maciel 118 Old York Rd Bridgewater, NJ 08807 9085260186
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

katrina marsh <kmfox@mail.com>

From: katrina marsh <kmfox@mail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:06:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, ms katrina marsh 3181 kemper st #8 san diego, CA 92110 619-318-6036
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Fernanda Lemos <nandalemos@outlook.com>

From: Fernanda Lemos <nandalemos@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:31:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Fernanda Lemos Rua Moreira dos Santos 1234 Rio de Janeiro, ot 
121344 9924568791



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michael Morris <quirkymrm@gmail.com>

From: Michael Morris <quirkymrm@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:14:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Michael Morris 8225 Pioneer Road West Palm Beach, FL 33411 
5617078223
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Daniel Rebson <drebson@gmail.com>

From: Daniel Rebson <drebson@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:11:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr Daniel Rebson 3037 Plumb St West University Place, CA 77005
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Miller <shmiller1@earthlink.net>

From: Susan Miller <shmiller1@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:49:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Susan Miller 235 Adams St. # 11G Brooklyn, NY 11201
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gretta McIlhatton <grettam@live.co.uk>

From: Gretta McIlhatton <grettam@live.co.uk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:49:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, 1963 Gretta McIlhatton 87 Grove Road Mitcham, ot CR4 1SL



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jill Klees <jklees@scu.edu>

From: Jill Klees <jklees@scu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 10:35:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Jill Klees 500 El Camino Real Santa Clara, CA 95030 408-554-7883
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rachel Wolf <hazy-sage-8344@opayq.com>

From: Rachel Wolf <hazy-sage-8344@opayq.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:46:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Rachel Wolf 403 Emeline Avenue Santa Cruz, CA 95060 8314583602
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cristina Calle <ccalle138@gmail.com>

From: Cristina Calle <ccalle138@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:48:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Cristina Calle 1829 Central St NE Olympia, WA 98506 555.555.5555
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kenneth Ruby <gemk65@mailbox.org>

From: Kenneth Ruby <gemk65@mailbox.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 08:48:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Dr. Kenneth Ruby 18 Tiffany Rd #10 Salem, NH 03079 6035555555



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Eva kmonickova <evkm@email.cz>

From: Eva kmonickova <evkm@email.cz>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:15:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Eva kmonickova pod zameckem 381 hradec kralove, ot 500 06 
774563697
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

wendy smith <lamontwen@live.co.uk>

From: wendy smith <lamontwen@live.co.uk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:33:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, wendy smith lea bank nelson, ot bb98tt
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ginger Westerman <kailuaangel@gmail.com>

From: Ginger Westerman <kailuaangel@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:53:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Ginger Westerman 1 So. Kaleheo Ave. Kailua, HI 96734 8083889754
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Debbie Koundry <ddonofrio@snet.net>

From: Debbie Koundry <ddonofrio@snet.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:58:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Debbie Koundry 61 Oakley Lane Waltham, MA 02452 2035582372
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nico Font <Nicolas.font89@gmail.com>

From: Nico Font <Nicolas.font89@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:12:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr Nico Font 5 comely bank row Edinburgh, LA 71150



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Katherine Okulewicz <yankee56@wt.net>

From: Katherine Okulewicz <yankee56@wt.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:03:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, miss Katherine Okulewicz 26519 Cypresswood Drive Spring, TX 77373 
2816359985
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diana Gandiello <Dgandiello@law.cwsl.edu>

From: Diana Gandiello <Dgandiello@law.cwsl.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:04:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Diana Gandiello 1469 hornblend street apt 3 San Diego, CA 92109
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nicole Haraczka <haracnic@gmail.com>

From: Nicole Haraczka <haracnic@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:30:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Nicole Haraczka 636 Longwood Road Collegeville, PA 19426
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Matías Fuertes" <mfmiguelez@hotmail.com>

From: "Matías Fuertes" <mfmiguelez@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 07:40:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Matías Fuertes La Fe Madrid, ot 28012
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sherri Lee <sherri@shieldsandlee.com>

From: Sherri Lee <sherri@shieldsandlee.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:29:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Sherri Lee 1425 Ferndale Avenue Dallas, TX 75224 214 942 8496
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Veerle Peeters <vekepeeters@icloud.com>

From: Veerle Peeters <vekepeeters@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:34:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Veerle Peeters Diepenbekerweg 22 bus 4 Hasselt, ot 3500 32496631276
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Terrie Williams <yarddawg_1@att.net>

From: Terrie Williams <yarddawg_1@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:54:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Terrie Williams 850 Laura Lane None Vidor, TX 77662 4099999999
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Valerie Howell <valeriehowell@hotmail.com>

From: Valerie Howell <valeriehowell@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:00:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Valerie Howell P.O. Box 558612 P.O. Box 58612 Miami, FL 33255 
7866242231
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gail Trollinger <gltrollinger@gmail.com>

From: Gail Trollinger <gltrollinger@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:13:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Gail Trollinger 3415 Quail Court Huntingtown, MD 20639
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

J Goldstein <TheirPlanetToo@live.com>

From: J Goldstein <TheirPlanetToo@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:22:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. What are you thinking? There are currently 7.6 billion human beings on the 
planet. We can't make room for 450,000 elephants? Why would you permit even one of these 
animals to be destroyed? Until the human population realigns itself at a more "planet 
sustainable" level we must protect every other species from extinction. Sir, you are a steward of 
the world's wildlife. (Please take a moment to read Psalm 24:1.) The formation of the council is 
a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in 
science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed 
and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council 
and instead to promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mr J Goldstein PO Box 5095 
Petalma, CA 94955
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lois Mills <lomills@earthlink.net>

From: Lois Mills <lomills@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:00:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, This council will not promote conservation. It is all about wanton killing of 
animals for profit, which I oppose on ethical grounds. Mrs. Lois Mills 400 E. Colonial Dr. Unit 
#103 Orlando, FL 32803 407-843-1094
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rebecca Mazzetta <Rfmazzetta@gmail.com>

From: Rebecca Mazzetta <Rfmazzetta@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:23:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Rebecca Mazzetta 101 Timothy place Bridgewater, NJ 08807
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Heidi Carla <heidi.carla@gmail.com>

From: Heidi Carla <heidi.carla@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:33:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am deeply appalled by the recent motion 
to reverse Wildlife protections just to cater to the demands of an elite special interest group of 
trophy hunters. I am writing to state my opposition to the formation of the International Wildlife 
Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this council and spend time 
and money promoting the international travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It 
has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage conservation. The formation of the 
council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not 
based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal 
that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form 
this council and instead to promote sound conservation policies. Taking in account the 
international outrage over last year's slaughter of an African Lion (Cecil) by a wealthy American 
trophy hunter; it is overwhelming apparent that the vast majority of Americans do not support 
this initiative. Thank you, Ms Heidi Carla 104 Gansett Avenue Cranston, RI 02910
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kyla Dayton <daytonkyla@gmail.com>

From: Kyla Dayton <daytonkyla@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:06:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Kyla Dayton 2627 E. Broadway apt. 1 Long Beach, CA 90803 562-760-
5590
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rachelle Hurd <Fatgizmo@gmail.com>

From: Rachelle Hurd <Fatgizmo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:33:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Rachelle Hurd 395 airport Erie, CO 80516
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sethrin Tatu <sethrintatu@gmail.com>

From: Sethrin Tatu <sethrintatu@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:03:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Sethrin Tatu 39 rue des moulins neuchatel, ot 2000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bob Thomas <rockthomas@hughes.net>

From: Bob Thomas <rockthomas@hughes.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 09:06:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. Bob Thomas 2001 Weaver Rd Myrtle Creek, OR 97457 5418637035
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Neil Ryding <nsrwa5@gmail.com>

From: Neil Ryding <nsrwa5@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:03:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Neil Ryding uk Warrington, ot wa1 2gu
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carol Hillson <Carolahillson@gmail.com>

From: Carol Hillson <Carolahillson@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 03:02:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Carol Hillson 95 Park Terrace East New ahork, NY 10034
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sieglinda Preez <linda@mmsco.co.za>

From: Sieglinda Preez <linda@mmsco.co.za>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:57:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Sieglinda Preez 15 Plymouth Drive East London, ot 5200 837152366
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christeen Anderson <hope4daisies@gmail.com>

From: Christeen Anderson <hope4daisies@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:54:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Christeen Anderson 4609 Top Flight Drive 4609 Top Flight Dr. 
Crestview, FL 32539 8503985929
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Simone Duffin <simoneduffin63@gmail.com>

From: Simone Duffin <simoneduffin63@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:30:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Simone Duffin 200 Cox Road Koraleigh, ot 2735 0447302115
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

yo pere <prouse@free.fr>

From: yo pere <prouse@free.fr>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:27:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, mrs yo pere circulaire beaucaire, ot 30300
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Please respond

Karen Horton <onlyjustbegun40s@gmail.com>

From: Karen Horton <onlyjustbegun40s@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:25:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Please respond

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife 
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of 
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of 
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a 
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Vesna Antonic <vesna.mant@gmail.com>

From: Vesna Antonic <vesna.mant@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:25:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Vesna Antonic I.g.kovacica Loznica, ot 15300 +381616071467
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Mickey Br." <mickey.v.br@gmail.com>

From: "Mickey Br." <mickey.v.br@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:24:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Mickey Br. pob 331 Albuquerque, NM 85610 5058843211
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Danny van Huizen <dvanhuizen@onsbrabantnet.nl>

From: Danny van Huizen <dvanhuizen@onsbrabantnet.nl>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 02:14:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Danny van Huizen Roelantlaan 208 Geldrop, ot 5665PT 0628637571
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Debbie Fisher <debbiefisher@shaw.ca>

From: Debbie Fisher <debbiefisher@shaw.ca>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:57:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Debbie Fisher 8965 Kal. Lk. Rd. Vernon, BC V1b3c2
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Steve and Tamara Aydelott <staydelott@hotmail.com>

From: Steve and Tamara Aydelott <staydelott@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:53:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Sir/Madam:

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more 
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy 
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department 
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department 
on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Sincerely,
Steve Aydelott
Bend, OR

Sent from my iPad
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Inge Bjorkman <inge.bjorkman@junette.se>

From: Inge Bjorkman <inge.bjorkman@junette.se>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:47:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Dr. Inge Bjorkman Krakshult, akerslund 1 Mariannelund, Sweden, CA 
95667 722002647
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NO TO TROPHY HUNTING

WAHU JACQUILINE <wahujacqui@gmail.com>

From: WAHU JACQUILINE <wahujacqui@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 01:44:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: NO TO TROPHY HUNTING

Dear Joshua,
I am an Elephants Conservationist and a wildlife enthusiast in general.
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. 
Trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be 
wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Regards,

Jacquiline.
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Colleen Lobel <clobel1@san.rr.com>

From: Colleen Lobel <clobel1@san.rr.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:55:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Colleen Lobel 8111 Kenova St San Diego, CA 92126
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mark Godbolt <godboltmark@gmail.com>

From: Mark Godbolt <godboltmark@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:20:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr Mark Godbolt 54 Spelthorne lane Ashford Middlesex, ot TW15 1uh
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Frances Onesti <fonesti@hotmail.com>

From: Frances Onesti <fonesti@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:19:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Miss Frances Onesti 4564 W 171st St Lawndale, CA 90260 3107939063
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NO Trophy Hunting

<modusoperandi3@mac.com>

From: <modusoperandi3@mac.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:17:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: NO Trophy Hunting

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife 
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of 
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of 
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a 
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ali Van Zee <yourali747@gmail.com>

From: Ali Van Zee <yourali747@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:12:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Ali Van Zee 747 Mandana Blvd Oakland, CA 93610 510-517-6238
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Wildlife Conservation Council

danspehar9 <danspehar9@gmail.com>

From: danspehar9 <danspehar9@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 22 2017 00:00:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell:

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more 
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making.

The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and 
endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council 
tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Sincerely,

Dan Spehar

Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE Device
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

nancy salcedo <nsalcedo3@comcast.net>

From: nancy salcedo <nsalcedo3@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:59:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, nancy salcedo 3 santa clara larkspur, CA 94939
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Laura Weir <midge70@hotmail.com>

From: Laura Weir <midge70@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:56:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Laura Weir Beaufort Avenue Belfast, ot BT8 7TY
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lauren Lynley <lmlynley@icloud.com>

From: Lauren Lynley <lmlynley@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:52:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Lauren Lynley 1072 Via Palma San Lorenzo, CA 94580 3109266632
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elizabeth George-Hall <george.hall7@xtra.co.nz>

From: Elizabeth George-Hall <george.hall7@xtra.co.nz>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:49:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Elizabeth George-Hall 85 Purchas Street St Albans Christchurch, IN 
08014 2102721930
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Opposition to cowardly trophy hunting

Liz Downey <edowney123@optonline.net>

From: Liz Downey <edowney123@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:38:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposition to cowardly trophy hunting

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an 
even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science 
is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and 
endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form 
a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly 
industry. 

 
Thank you,

Liz Downey
Cocoa Beach, FL
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nigel Folker <nfolker@gmail.com>

From: Nigel Folker <nfolker@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:31:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr Nigel Folker 3 Gordon Road Observatory Cape Town, ot 7925
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"D. Bullock" <dhbullock2@bellsouth.net>

From: "D. Bullock" <dhbullock2@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:19:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, D. Bullock 1007 Surry Drive Greensboro, NC 27408
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"davirothe@gmail.com" <davirothe@gmail.com>

From: "davirothe@gmail.com" <davirothe@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:15:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

Theresa Teas <territeas@gmail.com>

From: Theresa Teas <territeas@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:02:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Theresa Teas 484 Cherry Avenue Chimacum, WA 98325 619 322 4310
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OPPOSE International Wildlife CC!!!!! STOP ALL TROPHY HUNTING

Paige Powell <animals@teleport.com>

From: Paige Powell <animals@teleport.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 23:01:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: OPPOSE International Wildlife CC!!!!! STOP ALL TROPHY 
HUNTING

Dear Mr. Joshua Winchell, Please oppose the Department of the Interior’s recent 
announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. This is so 
WRONG, UNETHICAL, HEARTLESS, INHUMANE AND BARBARIC! The council will give 
trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The 
science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered 
species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with 
advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Humans should be 
responsible for living creatures that can't speak for themselves. Thank you. With Best Wishes,
Paige Powell
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Shirley Holman <sholman@cogeco.ca>

From: Shirley Holman <sholman@cogeco.ca>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:54:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Shirley Holman 117 Park Street, #714 Kingston, ON K7L 5P6 613-531-
4164
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Ban on Elephant Parts From Trophy Hunting

Stephanie Christensen <steph.e.chris@gmail.com>

From: Stephanie Christensen <steph.e.chris@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:46:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Ban on Elephant Parts From Trophy Hunting

Mr Winchell, I am writing today to say that as a US citizen and taxpayer, I feel STRONGLY that 
the ban on importing elephant parts from trophy hunting in Africa should remain in place. It is 
widely known that predominantly US hunters are driving the market for Sport trophy hunting in 
Africa , which is appalling. So if it weren't bad enough that US citizens are hunting and killing 
wildlife in Africa JUST FOR FUN?, it is also a fact that this is contributing significantly to the 
decline in numbers of wildlife, specifically elephants. I also STRONGLY OPPOSE the formation 
of an "International Wildlife Conservation Council" - whose purpose isn't conservation at all, but 
to promote international trophy hunting and influence the decisions of the USFWS,  which is not 
only wrong, but a complete waste of my hard earned taxpayer dollars.
Sincerely,  Stephanie Christensen
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Helen Hayes <hkraven88@aol.com>

From: Helen Hayes <hkraven88@aol.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:35:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

 
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more 
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy 
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department 
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department 
on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Elephants are more emotionally mature than our current president.

Thank you for listening!

Helen Hayes
1181 Ash Grove Loop
Creswell, OR 97426
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

William Brill <wgbrill@comcast.net>

From: William Brill <wgbrill@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:15:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. William Brill 11865 W. 66 th Place Unit B Arvada, CO 80004 847-612-
6135
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Trophy hunters

Rita Castillo <itouchedthewire@yahoo.com>

From: Rita Castillo <itouchedthewire@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:10:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Trophy hunters

I am VERY VERY MUCH opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat 
at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the 
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money 
to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Rita Castillo
6825 F Street
Springfield, OR 97478
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"simasunee@gmail.com" <simasunee@gmail.com>

From: "simasunee@gmail.com" <simasunee@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:08:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

Mari Dominguez <maridelsol34@gmail.com>

From: Mari Dominguez <maridelsol34@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 22:05:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Mari Dominguez 7840 Gilmore Road Linden, CA 95236
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International Wildlife Council Establishment

Attachments:

/818. International Wildlife Council Establishment/1.1 While fishing in Montana.JPG

"sundstrm@frontier.com" <sundstrm@frontier.com>

From: "sundstrm@frontier.com" <sundstrm@frontier.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:56:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Council Establishment
Attachments: While fishing in Montana.JPG

Dear Mr. Winchell:

My wife and I are opposed to lifting the Obama-era ban on importing hunted elephant trophies from Zambia and 
Zimbabwe.  We don’t agree that this helps conservation, but will ultimately lead to an increase in poaching.  To us it is 
insane for humans to kill magnificent animals for what is considered a trophy.
 
I use to hunt and still do with a slight change in the equipment I use,  I traded by rifle for a camera.  I love stalking an 
animal and getting a good photo of it.  It is much more of a challenge than dropping an animal at 300 or more yards 
which you can barely see with the naked eye.  It is extremely rewarding to get close enough to get a super photo and 
then watch the animal walk away unharmed.  It gives me a real warm feeling in the heart.
 
I suggest that the rich folks that can afford to go to Africa and kill trophy animals just for the kill ought to join a rebel 
group where they can enjoy the hunt while being hunted.  Much more sporting.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard and Trudy Sundstrom
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Wildlife Conservation Council!

<mmooshie@frontier.com>

From: <mmooshie@frontier.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:54:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Wildlife Conservation Council!

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife 
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of 
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of 
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a 
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nicole Loh <nicying@gmail.com>

From: Nicole Loh <nicying@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:18:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Nicole Loh Mayville Mayville, WI 53050
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tami Luschinski <harleydee23@gmail.com>

From: Tami Luschinski <harleydee23@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:02:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, ms Tami Luschinski 33 Fraser rd Winnipeg, MB R2n 4B3
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Toni McCalley <tonithetiger1@gmail.com>

From: Toni McCalley <tonithetiger1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:14:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Toni McCalley 4082 E Lake Rd Hamilton, NY 13346 315-824-1062
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Vasil Tsoukis <v.tsoukis@gmail.com>

From: Vasil Tsoukis <v.tsoukis@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:06:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr Vasil Tsoukis Akkerheide 44 Kerkrade, ot 6463DA
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cynthia Rosmus <crosmus@hotmail.com>

From: Cynthia Rosmus <crosmus@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:43:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Cynthia Rosmus 863 Avenue C Bayonne, NJ 07002 291-436-7785
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tanya Kasper <tkasper@newvistasolutions.com>

From: Tanya Kasper <tkasper@newvistasolutions.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:01:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Tanya Kasper 971 Taylor Ranch Road Wimberley, TX 78676 
5128037299
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Maki Murakami <makim@hiokiusa.com>

From: Maki Murakami <makim@hiokiusa.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:08:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Maki Murakami 3 Pheasant Ln Monroe, NJ 08831
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Irma Bergervoet <ijmbergervoet@zonnet.nl>

From: Irma Bergervoet <ijmbergervoet@zonnet.nl>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:55:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Irma Bergervoet G.Doulaan 27 Naarden, ot 1412HZ
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joanne Nickell <joanneklopp@gmail.com>

From: Joanne Nickell <joanneklopp@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Joanne Nickell 125 Overlook Drive Kelso, WA 98626 3606362941
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Inalize Du Plessis <Insudema@gmail.com>

From: Inalize Du Plessis <Insudema@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:04:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Inalize Du Plessis Posbus 1773 Plaas Smythe Kathu, ot 8446 
0834698310
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dennis Morley <dadcos@optonline.net>

From: Dennis Morley <dadcos@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:05:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Dennis Morley 104 Throckmorton Lane Old Bridge, NJ 08857
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bobbi Fotsch <bobbifotsch@gmail.com>

From: Bobbi Fotsch <bobbifotsch@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:14:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Bobbi Fotsch 2907 NW 62nd Avenue Margate, FL 33063 9548094846



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dianna Gilmore <Gilmore.dianna58@gmail.com>

From: Dianna Gilmore <Gilmore.dianna58@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:30:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Dianna Gilmore 2818 Point. Fosdick DR NW Gig Harbor, WA 98335 
2538531997



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Sontag <sontag@swbell.net>

From: Susan Sontag <sontag@swbell.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:48:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Susan Sontag 505 Warren Ave Saint Louis, MO 63130 314-
721-5733



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jackie Bar <jab6886@gmail.com>

From: Jackie Bar <jab6886@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:30:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms Jackie Bar 503 Detroit Ave Royal Oak, MI 48073



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ed Czosnykowski <erjc2811@gmail.com>

From: Ed Czosnykowski <erjc2811@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:22:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Me. Ed Czosnykowski 43 Memory Lane Schenectady, NY
12306



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Peggy Skelton <Pegskelton@cox.net>

From: Peggy Skelton <Pegskelton@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:46:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms Peggy Skelton 5435 Mitchell Tempe, AZ 85282
6028295025



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Miia Suuronen <miia.suuronen@gmail.com>

From: Miia Suuronen <miia.suuronen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:56:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Miia Suuronen Ms Miia Suuronen Muroleenkatu 12 b 28
Tampere, ot 33720



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karen Moriarty <karenmmoriarty@comcast.net>

From: Karen Moriarty <karenmmoriarty@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:41:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Dr. Karen Moriarty 8111 Seven Mile Dr. Ponte Vedra Beach,
FL 32082 9043738008



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jill Green <jilligreen@gmail.com>

From: Jill Green <jilligreen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:42:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Dr. Jill Green 770 Monroeton Rd Reidsville, NC 27320 336-
342-1874



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rachael Maciel <tinyfaery@gmail.com>

From: Rachael Maciel <tinyfaery@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:02:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms Rachael Maciel 7728 Teesdale Avenue Los Angeles, CA
91605 8186676233
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dee Perez <deeperez@charter.net>

From: Dee Perez <deeperez@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:13:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. Dee Perez 4553 Wolf Run Dr. Medford, OR 97504 541-
776-9005
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carmen Mosconi <carmen.mosconi@teletu.it>

From: Carmen Mosconi <carmen.mosconi@teletu.it>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:29:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs. Carmen Mosconi Via Cantore 2 Monza e Brianza, ot
20900



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joyce Filauri <jfilauri@gmail.com>

From: Joyce Filauri <jfilauri@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs Joyce Filauri 1507 Staunton Drive Coraopolis, PA 15108
4122640270
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alice Lugli <lugli.alice14@gmail.com>

From: Alice Lugli <lugli.alice14@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:18:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Alice Lugli Via Carrobbio 31 Novi Di Modena, ot 41016
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Irini Dieringer <nyx@alchemicalfire.com>

From: Irini Dieringer <nyx@alchemicalfire.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I would like to think that in this day and
age, we were civilized enough to no longer engage in barbaric practices. To that end, I am
VERY STRONGLY OPPOSED to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council. I do not want ONE PENNY of my taxpayer dollars going towards establish this council
and promoting the international travel of individuals for the purposes of "trophy" hunting. It has
been proven that sport hunting does not encourage conservation. Killing animals for "pleasure"
is also a psychologically disturbing act. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by
the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of
wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I
strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. Irini Dieringer 14934 NW 43rd Avenue Suite #206666
Vancouver, WA 98685 7204274021
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Luvic Slegers <luvic.slegers@gmail.com>

From: Luvic Slegers <luvic.slegers@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:59:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mr Luvic Slegers Oude Baan Maasmechelen, ot 3630
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tami Palacky <tpalacky@gmail.com>

From: Tami Palacky <tpalacky@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:05:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Miss Tami Palacky 8005 Bethelen Woods Lane, Springfield,
VA, United States Springfield, VA 22153 7032179807
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diane Paul <twineaglesartstudio@gmail.com>

From: Diane Paul <twineaglesartstudio@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Diane Paul 101 E Katy Lane Apt 5 Walker, MO 64790
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Hunting for "trophies"

lee zucker <lee.m.zucker@gmail.com>

From: lee zucker <lee.m.zucker@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:47:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Hunting for "trophies"

 My family and I are opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation
of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even
more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that
trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The
Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
 
Thank you
The Zucker family
1966 Orchard St.
Eugene, OR 97403



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Pamela Lyons <pammy57@rcn.com>

From: Pamela Lyons <pammy57@rcn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:18:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Pamela Lyons 51 Grant St Lexington, MA 02420
7818617879
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

dostana ljusic <dostanaljusic@gmail.com>

From: dostana ljusic <dostanaljusic@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:02:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, dostana ljusic 85 minturn rd warwick, NY 10990
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nicholas Lee <niclee82@gmail.com>

From: Nicholas Lee <niclee82@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:23:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Nicholas Lee South Haven South Haven, MI 49090
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Colleen O’Neill" <Tartyedup@mac.com>

From: "Colleen O’Neill" <Tartyedup@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:13:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Miss Colleen O’Neill MLK St N St. Pete, FL 33704
5555555555
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lone Fundby <lonefundby@gmail.com>

From: Lone Fundby <lonefundby@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:28:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs. Lone Fundby 1091 Kingston Road Scarborough, ON
M1N4E5
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Penni Higgens <Phiggens@comcast.net>

From: Penni Higgens <Phiggens@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:57:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Penni Higgens 1423 Gravel Pike Perkiomenville, PA 18074
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anita Masson <anita_esm@internode.on.net>

From: Anita Masson <anita_esm@internode.on.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms Anita Masson 24 Verdun Street Beulah Park SA 5067, ot
5067
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Pamela Larsen <pamela.larsen234@gmail.com>

From: Pamela Larsen <pamela.larsen234@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:28:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs Pamela Larsen 1047 Kingswood Dr. Camano Is., WA
98282 3603873945
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bonnie Faith <whiteowl1@comcast.net>

From: Bonnie Faith <whiteowl1@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:35:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. Bonnie Faith 290A Washington Street Cambridge, MA
02139 617-492-3821



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Eve Saglietto <info@saglietto.de>

From: Eve Saglietto <info@saglietto.de>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:47:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Eve Saglietto Erlenweg Seeshaupt, ot 86754
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Francis Wijngaard <fg.wijngaard@telfort.nl>

From: Francis Wijngaard <fg.wijngaard@telfort.nl>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:42:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mr. Francis Wijngaard Gouvernestraat 109B Rotterdam, ot
3014PL +31621615168



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christy Anderlik <gotomaui@comcast.net>

From: Christy Anderlik <gotomaui@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:37:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Christy Anderlik 23502 E 3rd Ave Liberty Lake, WA 99019
509-990-1996
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Wendy Forster <wendyjane25@sky.com>

From: Wendy Forster <wendyjane25@sky.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:39:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs Wendy Forster Lamesley Road Lamesley Road
Gateshead, ot NE11 0ET 7776268361
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Yvonne Fast <ayf0016@gmail.com>

From: Yvonne Fast <ayf0016@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:09:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. Yvonne Fast Pr.gade 34 Aalborg, ot 90000 26821002
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elisabeth Bechmann <elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at>

From: Elisabeth Bechmann <elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:24:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Dr. Elisabeth Bechmann Neugebaeudeplatz St. Pölten, ot
00000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Doug Noyce <gypsydn@gmail.com>

From: Doug Noyce <gypsydn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:38:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mr Doug Noyce 10 W Forrest Feezor St Corona de Tucson,
AZ 85641 5202619596
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lydia Fort <lydiafort@gmail.com>

From: Lydia Fort <lydiafort@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:57:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Lydia Fort 1001 Oak Park Cir NE Atlanta, GA 30324
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Silvia Rubertone <sruber.consultapsi@gmail.com>

From: Silvia Rubertone <sruber.consultapsi@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:45:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Sra. Silvia Rubertone Republica de eslovenia 2277 Castelar,
ot 1712
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ewa Wojtkiewicz <freaky__girl@wp.eu>

From: Ewa Wojtkiewicz <freaky__girl@wp.eu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:16:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. Ewa Wojtkiewicz Hallera Kwidzyn, ot 82-500
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Magali Feyrit <magali.feyrit@gmail.com>

From: Magali Feyrit <magali.feyrit@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:40:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Magali Feyrit 186 rue Droite Bois-Guillaume, ot 04200
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

david knightly <davidsnowdon67@gmail.com>

From: david knightly <davidsnowdon67@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:27:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Dr david knightly 212 n. chestnut st Chaska, MN 55318
6128058877
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karen Fagan <zen.kaf@gmail.com>

From: Karen Fagan <zen.kaf@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:18:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Karen Fagan 15268 105 Ave Surrey, BC V3R 0W8
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karen Rome <chong.1@netzero.net>

From: Karen Rome <chong.1@netzero.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:43:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs Karen Rome 125 Elevation Court Greer, SC 29651
8432226831
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

jon longsworth <jon@longsworth.com>

From: jon longsworth <jon@longsworth.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:03:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, jon longsworth jon@longsworth.com aptos, CA 95001 555-
555-5555
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

PATRICIA A HARPER <geranium@icloud.com>

From: PATRICIA A HARPER <geranium@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, PATRICIA A HARPER 608 Washington Street B508 Cape
May, NJ 08204 609-884-2647
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Monica Boucher-Romano <boucherromanom@midlandstech.edu>

From: Monica Boucher-Romano
<boucherromanom@midlandstech.edu>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. Monica Boucher-Romano 249 Middlesex Rd Columbia,
SC 29210 8036732815
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Daphny Taitel <daphny.taitel@gmail.com>

From: Daphny Taitel <daphny.taitel@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:21:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Daphny Taitel 6 Union Street Schenectady, NY 12305
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tracey Mangus <daveandtracey@windstream.net>

From: Tracey Mangus <daveandtracey@windstream.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Tracey Mangus 1420 4th Avenue Ford City, PA 16226
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lynda Garibaldi <garibaldicat@gmail.com>

From: Lynda Garibaldi <garibaldicat@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:09:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms Lynda Garibaldi 112 Clark Street Morganton, NC 28655
8284334925
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

cindy benjamin <cindygn@optonline.net>

From: cindy benjamin <cindygn@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:39:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, ms cindy benjamin 11 somerset drive south great neck, NY
11020
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

tami mccready <stevenmccready@roadrunner.com>

From: tami mccready <stevenmccready@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:52:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, ms tami mccready 6278 cynthia st simi valley, CA 93063
8057919064
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

christy faver <chrisfavorcat@gmail.com>

From: christy faver <chrisfavorcat@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. HAVE SOME COMPASSION. MURDER FOR GREED. TOTALLY
UNACCEPTABLE. Thank you, christy faver 202 e.columbia st. evansville, IN 47711
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

George Neste <nastygeorge59@earthlink.net>

From: George Neste <nastygeorge59@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:33:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mr George Neste 4437 Garden Club Street High Point, NC
27265 3368478741
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sylvia Smithwick <tuffie@centurylink.net>

From: Sylvia Smithwick <tuffie@centurylink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:05:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Sylvia Smithwick 2623 Scott Town Rd New Bern, NC 28560
252-745-3043
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bobbi Fotsch <bobbifotsch@gmail.com>

From: Bobbi Fotsch <bobbifotsch@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:15:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. Bobbi Fotsch 2907 NW 62nd Avenue Margate, FL 33063
9548094846
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lynne Rayburn <luddite1984@gmail.com>

From: Lynne Rayburn <luddite1984@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:14:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. Lynne Rayburn 9 Bridge St, #3 Belfast, ME 04915
2073383551
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

j lissauer <emilyjl@att.net>

From: j lissauer <emilyjl@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, ms. j lissauer 1235 n hayworth west hollywood, CA 90046
323-654-1326
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tara Conaway <tconaway23@gmail.com>

From: Tara Conaway <tconaway23@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:22:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms Tara Conaway 684 Gardenview Dr SW Byron Center, MI
49315 6168271594
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Clifford Provost <provost-draper@earthlink.net>

From: Clifford Provost <provost-draper@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:46:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mr. Clifford Provost 140 7th Avenue, Apt 1B New York, NY
10011 (212) 633-1835
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Tóth Ildikó" <tikuuta@gmail.com>

From: "Tóth Ildikó" <tikuuta@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:22:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Tóth Ildikó Bajcsy Zs.U.4. Szarvas, ot 5540
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nicholas Chatfield <Nickcharles60@gmail.com>

From: Nicholas Chatfield <Nickcharles60@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:45:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mr Nicholas Chatfield 7 Carey rd Dagenham, VA 23456
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kenneth Lapointe <hawkvision@live.ca>

From: Kenneth Lapointe <hawkvision@live.ca>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:21:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mr. Kenneth Lapointe 2781 Mozart Ottawa, CA 90210
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

le pal <lepal@gmail.com>

From: le pal <lepal@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:42:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, le pal 13046 brook garden san antonio, TX 78232
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Pam Radford <pamradford47@gmail.com>

From: Pam Radford <pamradford47@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:21:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Pam Radford Newton Road Wilmslow, ot SK9 4DZ
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

June Cattell <cattellmail@hotmail.com>

From: June Cattell <cattellmail@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:54:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs June Cattell 200 Pineview Road West Columbia, SC
29169 8034139881
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ljiljana Milic <kali@orion.rs>

From: Ljiljana Milic <kali@orion.rs>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:42:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. Ljiljana Milic Belgrade Belgrade, ot 11000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marie McKeon <marikaymckeon@gmail.com>

From: Marie McKeon <marikaymckeon@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:00:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Marie McKeon 2708 Brown Street Philadelphia, PA 19130
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

ayn crawford <aynsilverman279@msn.com>

From: ayn crawford <aynsilverman279@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:12:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs. ayn crawford 279 east 44th street apt. 4d New York, NY
10017 2126972385
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ashley Kern <ashes_77@hotmail.com>

From: Ashley Kern <ashes_77@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. Ashley Kern 3114 Don Lee Ct Unit 108 DES MOINES, IA
50317 5157106954
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Eleanor Thomas <escthomas@me.com>

From: Eleanor Thomas <escthomas@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:33:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Ms Eleanor Thomas 1930 Depot Drive Livermore, CA 94550
9167058599
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sharon Chang <kingbigboo@outlook.com>

From: Sharon Chang <kingbigboo@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:19:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs Sharon Chang 17392 Cache Creek Rd Clearlake Oaks,
CA 95423 7079983182
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

ERIN ENGER <ERIN.ENGER@allina.com>

From: ERIN ENGER <ERIN.ENGER@allina.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:36:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs. ERIN ENGER 5941 WISCONSIN CIR NEW HOPE, MN
55428
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

paulo reeson <pauloreeson@outlook.com>

From: paulo reeson <pauloreeson@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:13:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, paulo reeson 400 crawford st toronto, ON 21122



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Justine Shelton <justinemshelton@gmail.com>

From: Justine Shelton <justinemshelton@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:14:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Justine Shelton 3724 Strata Drive, Carlsbad, CA, United States
Carlsbad, CA 92010 7604452755
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Colleen Murray <worldpunknetwrk@gmail.com>

From: Colleen Murray <worldpunknetwrk@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:00:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Colleen Murray 704 Maplehill Lansing, MI 48910
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nicholas Lee <niclee82@gmail.com>

From: Nicholas Lee <niclee82@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:23:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Nicholas Lee South Haven South Haven, MI 49090
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Patricia Moshimer <Blueoctgal@gmail.com>

From: Patricia Moshimer <Blueoctgal@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, MS Patricia Moshimer Landing Dr Kennebunk, ME 04043
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cinda Glenn <cglenn@fuse.net>

From: Cinda Glenn <cglenn@fuse.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:40:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Cinda Glenn 9228 Tag Dr Cincinnati, OH 45231
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Antoinette Gonzales <wittletoni@icloud.com>

From: Antoinette Gonzales <wittletoni@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:40:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Antoinette Gonzales 12669 Westbranch Way Victorville, CA 92392
6262302178
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Edward Macan <hermetic1@earthlink.net>

From: Edward Macan <hermetic1@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:42:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Edward Macan 1812 16th Street Eureka, CA 95501 707-441-1292
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

John Gordon <marleybear100@gmail.com>

From: John Gordon <marleybear100@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:36:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, John Gordon 7 cedar st Yaphank, NY 11980 6314166252
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rebecca Harper <bharper@ucla.edu>

From: Rebecca Harper <bharper@ucla.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:36:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Rebecca Harper 2616 Cordelia Road Los Angeles, CA 90049
3104765852
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ashley Jager <blacklt1vert@gmail.com>

From: Ashley Jager <blacklt1vert@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:40:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Ashley Jager 180 Arrowhead Dr Kernersville, NC 27284 3367857872
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Paramjit Bhatia <peterbhatia@yahoo.cim>

From: Paramjit Bhatia <peterbhatia@yahoo.cim>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:40:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Paramjit Bhatia 3744 Jamestown Ct Atlanta, GA 30340 6786911543
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gerald Hallead <jerryhallead@gmail.com>

From: Gerald Hallead <jerryhallead@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:32:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Gerald Hallead 8810 Whitney Avenue Apartment 1E Elmhurst, NY
11373 2313988444
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Djamila Grouci <Djamila.grouci@gmail.com>

From: Djamila Grouci <Djamila.grouci@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:59:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mme Djamila Grouci 16 bis chemin de but Nanteuil les Meaux, ot 77100
0760762905
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Veronica Ambler <ronniedruid@hotmail.com>

From: Veronica Ambler <ronniedruid@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:46:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Veronica Ambler Lytham Road Rugby, ot CV22 7PH
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rita Fazio <r.e.fazio65@gmail.com>

From: Rita Fazio <r.e.fazio65@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:44:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I completely agree with the letter below.
Protect our wild animals! I am writing to state my opposition to the formation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this council and
spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals for the purposes of
trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage conservation. The
formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to push their own
agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the
individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the Department of
Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation policies. Thank you,
Mrs Rita Fazio 376 Robinson Drive Broomall, PA 19008
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dominique LANG <dodo195784@gmail.com>

From: Dominique LANG <dodo195784@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:51:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mademoiselle Dominique LANG 2150B Traverse d'Orange Vaison-la-R., ot
84110 650025413
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Iverson <sucrime@cinci.rr.com>

From: Susan Iverson <sucrime@cinci.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:49:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Susan Iverson 7281 Julies Cove West Chester, OH 45069
5137775665
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Slowomir and Irene Przybysz <p0land81@hotmail.com>

From: Slowomir and Irene Przybysz <p0land81@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:44:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. And Mrs. Slowomir and Irene Przybysz 132 Signal Hill Road Wilton, CT
06897 2033884169
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jade Maestas <jade_maestas@hotmail.com>

From: Jade Maestas <jade_maestas@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:35:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jade Maestas 2072 E Alameda Dr. Tempe, AZ 85282 4808009653
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Margaret Tyska <met5656@comcast.net>

From: Margaret Tyska <met5656@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:46:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Margaret Tyska 421 Dorchester Ln Perkasie, PA 18944
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Please do not let the fox guard the hen house
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Tricia Hibner <trish-@charter.net>

From: Tricia Hibner <trish-@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:47:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Please do not let the fox guard the hen house
Attachments: image003.jpg

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
 
      
 
Tricia Hibner Consulting
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diana Moore <catwhisper1624@gmail.com>

From: Diana Moore <catwhisper1624@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Diana Moore 3200 Colonial Pkwy Belton, TX 76513 2102748728
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gary Landers <jjrb@q.com>

From: Gary Landers <jjrb@q.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:42:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

The evidence is already clear that little, if any, of the money paid for trophy hunting ever makes
it to wildlife conservation projects. The system is rife with corruption. I am opposed to the
Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting
taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this
deadly industry. Gary Landers Sisters, OR
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tanina Linden <tanina@thelindens.org>

From: Tanina Linden <tanina@thelindens.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:37:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Tanina Linden 965 Devonshire Circle Purcellville, VA 20132
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Leslie Flenner <lflenner58@icloud.com>

From: Leslie Flenner <lflenner58@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:26:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Leslie Flenner 11 topsfield rd Ipswich, MA 01938
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sharon Budde <cattwits@gmail.com>

From: Sharon Budde <cattwits@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:23:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Sharon Budde 1171 Discovery Way CONCORD, CA 94521
9256775534
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michael Wright <mikew12211@gmail.com>

From: Michael Wright <mikew12211@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:18:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Michael Wright 12211 Farrand Rd. Otisville, MI 48463 8107937320
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nik D <metaltech17@gmail.com>

From: Nik D <metaltech17@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:15:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Nik D 7217 N. Iroquois Rd. Milwaukee, WI 53217
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nick Hood <foamyislord42@gmail.com>

From: Nick Hood <foamyislord42@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:15:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Nick Hood 5036 Peppertree Rd. Clemmons, NC 27012
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Abbie Espiritu <Abbiespiritu@gmail.com>

From: Abbie Espiritu <Abbiespiritu@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:12:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Abbie Espiritu 988 s 9th San jose, CA 95112
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mariano Parks <DrMarianoAParks123@comcast.net>

From: Mariano Parks <DrMarianoAParks123@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:09:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Mariano Parks 7 Collins Circle Avon, MA 02322 5085874932
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Vianney Ventura <vianneyventura@gmail.com>

From: Vianney Ventura <vianneyventura@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:08:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Vianney Ventura 1880 Fullerton ave B Costa mesa, CA 92627 7146515463
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Please don’t give trophy hunters a seat at the table!

Hannah Stahl <hls62@cornell.edu>

From: Hannah Stahl <hls62@cornell.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 21:05:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Please don’t give trophy hunters a seat at the table!

Hi Joshua,
I am deeply opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. This council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting
undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be
wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote
this deadly industry. 
Thank you so much,
Hannah Stahl
Austin, TX
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dani Duran <dd@mach2ent.com>

From: Dani Duran <dd@mach2ent.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:38:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Dani Duran 17168 Ballinger St Northridge, CA 91325 8188858105

Dani Duran <dd@mach2ent.com>

From: Dani Duran <dd@mach2ent.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:39:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Dani Duran 17168 Ballinger St Northridge, CA 91325 8188858105
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jennifer Battis <jbattis@msn.com>

From: Jennifer Battis <jbattis@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:59:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jennifer Battis 3021 SW. Bradford St. Seattle, WA 98126
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jeff Blanton <jbwolfman@gmail.com>

From: Jeff Blanton <jbwolfman@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:37:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Jeff Blanton 1436 East Main St Cherryville, NC 28021
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathleen Adams <ktayon@att.net>

From: Kathleen Adams <ktayon@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:57:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Kathleen Adams 275 Mohican Ln Florissant, MO 63033 3143195845



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Robert Puca <robpuca@gmail.com>

From: Robert Puca <robpuca@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:34:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, MR Robert Puca 535 dean street Brooklyn, NY 11217 2012904455
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sloane Kramer <sloane@kramer4.com>

From: Sloane Kramer <sloane@kramer4.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:33:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Sloane Kramer 27321 Carlton Oaks St Murrieta, CA 92562
7609947528
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michele Estrada <michele.estrada@gmail.com>

From: Michele Estrada <michele.estrada@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:54:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Michele Estrada 9490 E. 107th Pl. Apt.# 256 Henderson, CO 80640
5622371903
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kristen Colburn <Kristen.d.colburn@gmail.com>

From: Kristen Colburn <Kristen.d.colburn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:32:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Kristen Colburn 132 Wayne Street Jersey City, NJ 07302
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diane Tabbott <tabboo@bellsouth.net>

From: Diane Tabbott <tabboo@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Diane Tabbott 2280 Shepard Street Jacksonville, FL 32211 904-743-
9175
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Daniel Lamoureux <accounts@dlamoureux.com>

From: Daniel Lamoureux <accounts@dlamoureux.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:29:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Daniel Lamoureux 17 Hallam St. #1 Boston, MA 02125 16179353943
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Maria Silva <mariasilvatoronto@hotmail.com>

From: Maria Silva <mariasilvatoronto@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:28:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Maria Silva 130 Neptune Drive Toronto, ON M6A 1X5 416-410-1762
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lisa Rabe <healingarts@fsaccess.net>

From: Lisa Rabe <healingarts@fsaccess.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:25:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Lisa Rabe xxx Grass Valley, CA 95945
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Pat s <tptradingco@charter.net>

From: Pat s <tptradingco@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:41:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. 
 
P. Smith
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 

Virus-free. www.avast.com

https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986
https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=emailclient&utm_term=icon
https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=emailclient&utm_term=link
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marissa <glasswoman31@gmail.com>

From: marissa <glasswoman31@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:37:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject:

To whom it may concern,
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
  
Marissa Athens
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Pfau <susan@tessapawsconsulting.com>

From: Susan Pfau <susan@tessapawsconsulting.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:34:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mr. Wenchell,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. 

Why would you give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government
decision-making? The science is clear that trophy hunting does not help the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. President Trump himself is starting to understand this.

The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this horrific industry.

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

Susan Pfau 
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Quick Comment- IWCC

Jamie Fillmore <jfillmore66@gmail.com>

From: Jamie Fillmore <jfillmore66@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:32:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Quick Comment- IWCC

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Jamie Fillmore
Portland, OR
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Preservation of Wildlife

Sheila Schaefer <sheila@peak.org>

From: Sheila Schaefer <sheila@peak.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:13:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Preservation of Wildlife

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at
the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly
industry.

Virus-free. www.avast.com

https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=emailclient&utm_term=icon
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

stephanie rohmer <stephanierohmer94@outlook.com>

From: stephanie rohmer <stephanierohmer94@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:50:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. stephanie rohmer 400 Crawford Street Toronto, ON M6J 2V9
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Please Oppose International Wildlife Conservation Council

<lsb515@comcast.net>

From: <lsb515@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:10:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Please Oppose International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Joshua Winchell, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service:

I am writing to you to express my opposition to the Department of the Interior’s announcement
of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy
hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science
is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species.
The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising
the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

"Trophy hunting is a grave threat to elephant populations and other threatened and endangered
wildlife. In Tanzania, the elephant population fell 60% between 2009 and 2014 while
Mozambique saw a 50% drop in the same period. Both countries permit trophy hunting. For
example, data shows that revenue from ethical national park safaris far exceeds payments by
big-game hunters, and are a much safer and humane way to fund conservation efforts. Trophy
hunting advocates cite the big checks hunters pay for their prizes -  but it turns out those prizes,
like Cecil the Lion, are the biggest attractions at these national parks. Revenue from national
park tourism has been shown to be at least twenty times more than revenue from hunting
permits in both Zimbabwe and Zambia."

Kind regards,

Lisa Brisley

(Volunteer, Save Endangered Animals Oregon SEAO)
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Roman Fruth <romanfruth@att.net>

From: Roman Fruth <romanfruth@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:48:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Roman Fruth 5143 Grovehill San Antonio, TX 78228 2104368863
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Leanne Yanitski <leanney@telus.net>

From: Leanne Yanitski <leanney@telus.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:44:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Leanne Yanitski 49 white Ave RED DEER, AB T4N7E5
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

James Carrell <turtlered13@gmail.com>

From: James Carrell <turtlered13@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:04:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. James Carrell P.O.Box 183 30118 C.R. 108 W. Shipshewana, IN
46565 5743049592
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Angela Smith <enlitened@earthlink.net>

From: Angela Smith <enlitened@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:43:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Angela Smith 126 SW 148th St, Ste C100-422 Seattle, WA 98166
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Trophy Hunting

Cecilia Gray <cmh6457@gmail.com>

From: Cecilia Gray <cmh6457@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 20:03:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Trophy Hunting

Joshua,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Cecilia Gray
314-800-3562

"May our daily choices be a reflection of our deepest values, and may we use our voices to
speak for those who need us most, those who have no voice, those who have no choice."
― Colleen Patrick-Goudreau
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Rogério Borcys" <roger.artes@hotmail.com>

From: "Rogério Borcys" <roger.artes@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:41:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Rogério Borcys rua José Buono n°.: 39 rua José Buono n°.: 39 São
Paulo, ot 02273-120 55(011)984573619
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

izzy q <isadoraqu@gmail.com>

From: izzy q <isadoraqu@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:58:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. izzy q 9641 Reach Road, Potomac, MD, United States Potomac, MD
20854 3013096170
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creation of the International Wildlife Consrvation Council

Sofie Buschman <buschmansofie@comcast.net>

From: Sofie Buschman <buschmansofie@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:57:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: creation of the International Wildlife Consrvation Council

 
 
Hello Joshua;
 
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give
trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The
science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered
species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with
advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
 
We MUST do everything we can to protect these innocent animals.  There is no logical reason
to hunt and kill them.  Creation of this council would only promote this horrible act.
 
Sofie Buschman
Corvallis, OR
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Petra Jones <petra.jones@bigpond.com>

From: Petra Jones <petra.jones@bigpond.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:34:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Petra Jones 20 Garners Ave Sydney, ot 2204
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kimberly Walker <walker34k@hotmail.com>

From: Kimberly Walker <walker34k@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:50:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you very much. Sincerely, Ms. Kimberly Walker 1213 Radis Pl Jacksonville, FL
32225 904-724-5305
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Erika Gohde <egohde72@gmail.com>

From: Erika Gohde <egohde72@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:50:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Erika Gohde 1870 Cty Rd F Lot 16 Friendship, WI 53934 920-428-3001
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gini Kennings <girgirl@rogers.com>

From: Gini Kennings <girgirl@rogers.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:49:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Gini Kennings 40 Shirefield Lane New Hamburg, ON N3A 4L9
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International Wildlife Conservation Council Opposition

Josh Halladay <jhallada@gmail.com>

From: Josh Halladay <jhallada@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:44:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council Opposition

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Danielle Guzzardo <dguzzardo1122@gmail.com>

From: Danielle Guzzardo <dguzzardo1122@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:44:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Danielle Guzzardo 1433 Liberty Ave N Bellmore, NY 11710
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"judy@gmail.com" <judy@gmail.com>

From: "judy@gmail.com" <judy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:36:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"terry@gmail.com" <terry@gmail.com>

From: "terry@gmail.com" <terry@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:35:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

Lena Scalercio <lenascalercio@gmail.com>

From: Lena Scalercio <lenascalercio@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:35:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Lena Scalercio
District Leader Volunteer
California Congressional District 27
lenascalercio@gmail.com
t 626.616.0771  
humanesociety.org

mailto:lenascalercio@gmail.com
tel:(626)%20616-0771
http://www.humanesociety.org/?credit=em_dlsig_hsus
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Fwd: Uphold American values - disband the proposed International Wildlife
Conservation Council
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Diane Dulken Sunnyside Art Studio <sunnysideartstudio@gmail.com>

From: Diane Dulken Sunnyside Art Studio
<sunnysideartstudio@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:33:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>, <Gavin_Shire@fws.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Uphold American values - disband the proposed
International Wildlife Conservation Council

Attachments: image.png image.png

Cc: Congressman Earl Blumenauer <Congressman.EarlBlumenauer@mail.house.gov>, Ron
Wyden <wyden@wyden.net>

Mr. Winchell, 

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. It's a disingenuous name for a council that has
nothing to do with wildlife conservation. Yes, I am aware of the trophy industry and the
arguments that to save endangered species you have to kill them. 

The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and
endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council
tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

I am glad to share photos from my experiences with an industry that does protect endangered
wildlife and does contribute to the future of wildlife - the travel industry that encourages shooting
photos not the animals that bring us wonder and make us better versions of ourselves. Thank
you, in advance, for stepping up to do the right thing and live up to America's heritage of
conservation. Respectfully, Diane

mailto:Congressman.EarlBlumenauer@mail.house.gov
mailto:wyden@wyden.net
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Monica Augustin <maugustin39@gmail.com>

From: Monica Augustin <maugustin39@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:31:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Monica Augustin 1018 Sandstone terrace Soddy Daisy, TN 37379



Dear Mr. Winchell,
 
I must tell you I was devastated and totally disgusted to learn of the Department of the
Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council! This is shameful news!
Unfortunately, the council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent
seat at the table of government decision-making.
Really?; Trophy hunting – this is outrageous knowing that human beings are
destroying other species (and ourselves) at an alarming rate.
THIS MUST STOP IMMEDIATELY!!!!!
The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species.
The Department should not be wasting a drop of taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this
destructive, deadly and savagely greedy industry.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
Kelly Brignell

 

Conversation Contents
Trophy Hunting

Kelly Brignell <kb4peace@comcast.net>

From: Kelly Brignell <kb4peace@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:31:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Trophy Hunting
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cindy Bialzik <Cbialzik@gmail.com>

From: Cindy Bialzik <Cbialzik@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:30:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Cindy Bialzik 7533 21st Ave. Kenosha, WI 53143 4146988912
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Toni Toles <Tonicrist71@gmail.con>

From: Toni Toles <Tonicrist71@gmail.con>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:26:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Toni Toles 1338 W 14th Street Tempe, AZ 85281
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

gina Mondazze <gdazze@gmail.com>

From: gina Mondazze <gdazze@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:24:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mrs gina Mondazze 2119 N. 45th Ave Hollywood, FL 33021 9549079313
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protections for elephants

Mesagal <mesagal11@cox.net>

From: Mesagal <mesagal11@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:22:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: protections for elephants

Dear Mr. Winchell, I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the
creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters
an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear
that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The
Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Also, please do everything you can to
restore critical protections for elephants that were established by the last administration,
including a ban on the import of elephant trophies from Zimbabwe. Please also ensure that
importing lion trophies is banned. I appreciate your work on this issue. Please keep me
apprised. Kalia Rork Santa Barbara, California
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Donnie Meek <dmcats@centurylink.net>

From: Donnie Meek <dmcats@centurylink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:22:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Donnie Meek 28461 Wolf Lane Bigfork, MT 59911 4068376936
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Erica Tyron <ericatyron@gmail.com>

From: Erica Tyron <ericatyron@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:22:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Erica Tyron 1224 Harvard Ave. Claremont, CA 91711 9092296010
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

jeanie ogden <jeanie.ogden@gmail.com>

From: jeanie ogden <jeanie.ogden@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:18:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry.

As you know, the elephant and lion populations are dwindling and we need to protect them, not
encourage trophy hunting.  Trophy hunting is unacceptable in this day and age, not to mention
inhumane.  We need to lead the world by example.  

Thank you,
Jeanie Ogden
Sisters, OR
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dennis Tackett <Dtackett2@msn.com>

From: Dennis Tackett <Dtackett2@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:57:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Dennis Tackett 2258 Maple Street Virginia Beach, VA 23451
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Danny Chan <danniechan@lycos.com>

From: Danny Chan <danniechan@lycos.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:15:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Danny Chan 1575 Ducas Montreal, QC H8N 2T6
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jim Wilkins <gabarals1@gmail.com>

From: Jim Wilkins <gabarals1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:15:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Jim Wilkins 12460 crabapple road Alpharetta, GA 30004
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lucille Thibodeau <Lthibodeau@rivier.edu>

From: Lucille Thibodeau <Lthibodeau@rivier.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:13:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Lucille Thibodeau 420 So. Main St. Nashua, NH 03060 603-891-2358
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NO! on Lifting Trophy Ban

Cynthia Earle <cearle58@gmail.com>

From: Cynthia Earle <cearle58@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:13:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: NO! on Lifting Trophy Ban

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

And it's just the wrong thing to do!
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ameet Patel <apatel5@scu.edu>

From: Ameet Patel <apatel5@scu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:13:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, City of Concord Ameet Patel 1350 Galindo St Concord, CA 94520
9256713333
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Save Endangered Animals

Gwen Belviso <gwenbelviso@gmail.com>

From: Gwen Belviso <gwenbelviso@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:13:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Save Endangered Animals

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government
decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered
species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Gwendolene Belviso

Gilbertsville, Pa
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sheryl Barnes <Animalstoo@tpacomputer.com>

From: Sheryl Barnes <Animalstoo@tpacomputer.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:12:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Sheryl Barnes 28 Sherwood ln Stormville, NY 12582 914-490-1346
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Vickie Gonzalez <LaVickster9@gmail.com>

From: Vickie Gonzalez <LaVickster9@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:52:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Vickie Gonzalez 2506 Davidson Ave Apt 2D Bronx, NY 10468
9172825946
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Roy Turrentine <linyaz9@live.com>

From: Roy Turrentine <linyaz9@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:51:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Roy Turrentine Box 921 Camp Verde, AZ 86322 9283003000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Álida Montañez-Salas" <amontana7@gmail.com>

From: "Álida Montañez-Salas" <amontana7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:51:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Álida Montañez-Salas 14006 Edgewater Dr. Norwalk, CA 90650
5622334361
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Hal Krepp <hkrepp@gmail.com>

From: Hal Krepp <hkrepp@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:50:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Hal Krepp 707 jerry Camp Verde, AZ 86322
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SPECIES-DESTROYING TROPHY HUNTING

Jovy Jergens <jergensjovy@gmail.com>

From: Jovy Jergens <jergensjovy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:10:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: SPECIES-DESTROYING TROPHY HUNTING

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rhonda Mazeika <rhonda.mazeika@gmail.com>

From: Rhonda Mazeika <rhonda.mazeika@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:50:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Rhonda Mazeika 5373 Fireside Ln Milton, FL 32583 8506869513
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Janine Vinton <janine.vinton@mail.com>

From: Janine Vinton <janine.vinton@mail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:29:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Janine Vinton 1 Walter Street Albany, NY 12201
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Miia Suuronen <miia.suuronen@gmail.com>

From: Miia Suuronen <miia.suuronen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:22:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miia Suuronen Ms Miia Suuronen Muroleenkatu 12 b 28 Tampere, ot
33720
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kendra Roth <kendra.roth@gmail.com>

From: Kendra Roth <kendra.roth@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:32:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Kendra Roth 337 West 20th Street 1A New York, NY 10011
9175366685
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Veerle van de Velde <veerle.van.de.velde4@skynet.be>

From: Veerle van de Velde <veerle.van.de.velde4@skynet.be>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:30:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Veerle van de Velde Ronsen Heerweg 66 66 Oudenaarde, ot 9700
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elena Pavlova <info@apavlova.ru>

From: Elena Pavlova <info@apavlova.ru>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:09:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Elena Pavlova Voskresenskoye 36-134 Moscow, ot 108803
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

rosa rodriguez <rsrdrgz45@gmail.com>

From: rosa rodriguez <rsrdrgz45@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, rosa rodriguez catamaran foster city, CA 94404
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jim Jones <Jjones@gmail.com>

From: Jim Jones <Jjones@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:49:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Jim Jones 700 quarterhorse Camp Verde, AZ 86322 9283003000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Animae Chi <wolfgangbear1@gmail.com>

From: Animae Chi <wolfgangbear1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:01:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Animae Chi 188 Ludlow St NY, NY 10002 5555555555
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rhonda Carr <rhondadcarr@gmail.com>

From: Rhonda Carr <rhondadcarr@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:32:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Rhonda Carr 41 Carnegie Street Westlake, ot 4074 430649004
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy LaRoche <co-hrs@comcast.net>

From: Nancy LaRoche <co-hrs@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:37:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Nancy LaRoche 12601 Lowell Blvd Broomfield, CO 80020 720-261-
4289
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ana Lopes <anaclolopes@gmail.com>

From: Ana Lopes <anaclolopes@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:46:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ana Lopes Sesimbra Sesimbra Sesimbra, ot 02970
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ellie Thompson <Elliethompson23@live.co.uk>

From: Ellie Thompson <Elliethompson23@live.co.uk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:52:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Ellie Thompson 178 westfield rd Hull, ot HU46EE
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

vickie hutchins <vmhutch@bellsouth.net>

From: vickie hutchins <vmhutch@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:16:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. vickie hutchins 4818 Westbourne Drive, Powder Springs, GA, United
States Powder Springs, GA 30127
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marta Bastos <marta@det.ufc.br>

From: Marta Bastos <marta@det.ufc.br>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:29:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Marta Bastos Frei Mansueto Fortaleza, ot 60175070 5585998076671
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Taammy J Beene <tammy.beene@chesmar.com>

From: Taammy J Beene <tammy.beene@chesmar.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:50:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Taammy J Beene 12107 Sandy Stream Drive Tomball, TX 77375
2818315196
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

sharon lacy <earthhrt@gmail.com>

From: sharon lacy <earthhrt@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:52:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, dr. sharon lacy 536 so. main st. sebastopol, CA 95472 7078235403
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Roseanne Hovey <roseanne.hovey@ga.com>

From: Roseanne Hovey <roseanne.hovey@ga.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:15:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Roseanne Hovey 6460 Convoy Court San Diego, CA 92117 858-652-
8196
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Robert Sargent <rsargent116@comcast.net>

From: Robert Sargent <rsargent116@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:12:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, -please select-~ Robert Sargent 1461 Broadway # 1 Haverhill, MA 01832
6032473463



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Shannon Marshall <prunella24@gmail.com>

From: Shannon Marshall <prunella24@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:32:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Shannon Marshall 3009 Royston Avenue Baltimore, MD 21214
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jen Ryan <Jryan72@me.com>

From: Jen Ryan <Jryan72@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:35:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Jen Ryan 443 westcroft drive Waterloo, ON N2T2z9
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Valerie Doxey <valerie.savran@pepperdine.edu>

From: Valerie Doxey <valerie.savran@pepperdine.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:46:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Valerie Doxey 3956 Ceanothus Place Apartment I Calabasas, CA
91302 9494321368
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jacqueline Honeycutt <JHoneycutt1@msn.com>

From: Jacqueline Honeycutt <JHoneycutt1@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:33:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Jacqueline Honeycutt P O Box 61597 North Charleston, SC 29419
(843) 870-2393
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

maria pacheco <mariadp84@gmail.com>

From: maria pacheco <mariadp84@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:41:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms maria pacheco 15723 vintage st north Hills, CA 91343 8182682168
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy Altobello <Luna7@embarqmail.com>

From: Nancy Altobello <Luna7@embarqmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:39:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Nancy Altobello 3030 SW 137TH PL OCALA, FL 34473 3523473335
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

natasha salgado <viega113@bell.net>

From: natasha salgado <viega113@bell.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:22:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms natasha salgado 5 maynard ave 5 maynard ave toronto, MD 21122



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alexandria Walker <Sandi_Walker@hotmail.com>

From: Alexandria Walker <Sandi_Walker@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:14:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Alexandria Walker Kaheka St Honolulu, HI 96814 604-540-4656
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tara Bonar <Tazbonar@hotmail.com>

From: Tara Bonar <Tazbonar@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:23:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Tara Bonar 14 FERNWOOD CRESCENT Whetstone London, ot N20
0RN
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dian Hardy <themis@sonic.net>

From: Dian Hardy <themis@sonic.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:46:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Dian Hardy 7777 Bodega Avenue F-11 Sebastopol, CA 95472
7078248405
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Suzanne Hamer <tedsuza@gmail.com>

From: Suzanne Hamer <tedsuza@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Suzanne Hamer 17227 NE 195th St Woodinville, WA 98072
2064274317
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Georgette Murray <Iliviacherie@gmail.com>

From: Georgette Murray <Iliviacherie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:15:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Georgette Murray 14 Ave A WEST WILDWOOD, NJ 08260
6095229411
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tara Paulson-Spires <tarapaulson@gmail.com>

From: Tara Paulson-Spires <tarapaulson@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:31:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Tara Paulson-Spires 4325 NE 125th Pl. #236 Portland, OR 97230
5109389842
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christiane Shaw <Christiane.shaw@osnanet.de>

From: Christiane Shaw <Christiane.shaw@osnanet.de>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:29:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Christiane Shaw Schwanenburgstraße 1 1 Osnabrück, ot 49084
541588969



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Perry <susan427@swbell.net>

From: Susan Perry <susan427@swbell.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Susan Perry 12913 S Land Ct Oklahoma City, OK 73170



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Astrata Barber <astrata@gmail.com>

From: Astrata Barber <astrata@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:31:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Astrata Barber 1113 Johnstown Rd Chesapeake, VA 23322 757 319
0785



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Amaryntha Schalin <amaryntha@gmail.com>

From: Amaryntha Schalin <amaryntha@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:30:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Amaryntha Schalin 1113 Johnstown Rd Chesapeake, VA 23322 757
233 5978



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rosemary Rambow <rambowcats@gmail.com>

From: Rosemary Rambow <rambowcats@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:33:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Me. Rosemary Rambow 3206 Cripple Creek 6H San Antonio, TX 78209
210-413-0272



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

sharon lacy <earthhrt@gmail.com>

From: sharon lacy <earthhrt@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:52:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, dr. sharon lacy 536 so. main st. sebastopol, CA 95472 7078235403



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy Stier <cbs1cpm2@gmail.com>

From: Nancy Stier <cbs1cpm2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:32:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Nancy Stier 8411 Harris Ave Parkville, MD 21234 4106681605



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gilbert Sanchez <gilsan1@mac.com>

From: Gilbert Sanchez <gilsan1@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:02:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Gilbert Sanchez 705 N. Granada Ave. Alhambra, CA 91801
6262847409



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elisabeth Bechmann <elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at>

From: Elisabeth Bechmann <elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:41:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Elisabeth Bechmann Neugebaeudeplatz St. Pölten, ot 00000



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ellen McCann <ellenmccann63@hotmail.com>

From: Ellen McCann <ellenmccann63@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:58:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Ellen McCann 1262 Amalfi Pl Escondido, CA 92027 6193384574



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diane Applin <Dianeapplin@hotmail.co.uk>

From: Diane Applin <Dianeapplin@hotmail.co.uk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:02:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Diane Applin 8 gloucester road Suffolk, ot Ip326dj 01284760266



Conversation Contents
Opposition to the creation of the IWCC

Maryann Davis <bryand151@aol.com>

From: Maryann Davis <bryand151@aol.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:06:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposition to the creation of the IWCC

Mr. Winchell,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an
even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science
is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and
endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form
a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly
industry.

Sincerely,

Maryann L Davis
Senior District Leader Volunteer/HSUS

"What you do for yourself dies with you. What you do for others and the world remains and is immortal." Albert Pine



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Agatha \" Smolecki" <aggie4545@comcast.net>

From: "Agatha \" Smolecki" <aggie4545@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:05:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Agatha " Smolecki 724 bradford place Eagan, MN 55123 6124136012



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kimberly Crane <kcrane@kimscrane.com>

From: Kimberly Crane <kcrane@kimscrane.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:45:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Kimberly Crane 2801 Bickford Ave 103-140 Snohomish, WA 98290
3607949862



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Donna Cyrbok <d.cyrbok@gmail.com>

From: Donna Cyrbok <d.cyrbok@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:44:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, SHAME SHAME SHAME! I am writing to
state my opposition to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a
waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the
international travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that
sport hunting does not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent
attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best
interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as
a whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to
promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. Donna Cyrbok 1407 Fairway Court
Dearborn, MI 48124 313.7308817



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kimberly Gronemeyer <kgronemeyer@gmail.com>

From: Kimberly Gronemeyer <kgronemeyer@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:43:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Kimberly Gronemeyer 4333 Bayside Village Dr #314 Tampa, FL 33615
8134846303



Conversation Contents
No International Wildlife Conservation Council

Heather Disney <hdisney83@yahoo.com>

From: Heather Disney <hdisney83@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:03:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: No International Wildlife Conservation Council

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Sincerely,

Heather Disney 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/mobile/?.src=Android


Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Farrell <Sfarrell4@wi.rr.com>

From: Susan Farrell <Sfarrell4@wi.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:03:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Susan Farrell N97W15837 Burr Oak rd Germantown, WI Germantown,
WI 53022 2622622662



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rayline Dean <RaylineDean@gmail.com>

From: Rayline Dean <RaylineDean@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 19:00:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Rayline Dean 421 N. Alvord St. Ridgecrest, CA 93555 (760) 301-5670



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sasha Patrick <sasha40@live.co.uk>

From: Sasha Patrick <sasha40@live.co.uk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:39:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Sasha Patrick 1 Melrose Ave Meir Heath Stoke-on-Trent, ot ST3 7LY

Sasha Patrick <sasha40@live.co.uk>

From: Sasha Patrick <sasha40@live.co.uk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:40:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Sasha Patrick 1 Melrose Ave Meir Heath Stoke-on-Trent, ot ST3 7LY



Conversation Contents
"International Wildlife Conservation Council"

"Nienkamp, Karen" <karen.nienkamp@siemens.com>

From: "Nienkamp, Karen" <karen.nienkamp@siemens.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:50:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: "International Wildlife Conservation Council"

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
 
Thank you!

With best regards,
 
Karen M. Nienkamp
Siemens GS ECC US Operations
Foreign Trade Analyst LC CO AM RC-US 1 PLM
 
Siemens Product Lifecycle Management Software Inc.
Industry Sector
13690 Riverport Drive
Maryland Heights, MO  63043
Phone:  971-257-0069
Fax: 314-264-8918
 
karen.nienkamp@siemens.com
www.siemens.com/plm
 
“Please note the department’s email has changed to: exports.plm@siemens.com”
 

mailto:karen.nienkamp@siemens.com
http://www.siemens.com/plm
mailto:exports.plm@siemens.com


Conversation Contents
Lifting the ban on the import of trophy killing of endangered species including
Elephants.

<rml123@comcast.net>

From: <rml123@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:39:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Lifting the ban on the import of trophy killing of endangered
species including Elephants.

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry. Thank you for your serious consideration of this critical
environmental issue. Sent from my iPhoneam opposed to the Department of the Interior’s
announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will
give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making.
The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and
endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council
tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Thank you for
your serious consideration of this critical environmental issue.



Conversation Contents
The Creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Andrew Pyatt <andrewpyatt1997@gmail.com>

From: Andrew Pyatt <andrewpyatt1997@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:36:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: The Creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

As a Christian citizen, I believe man has been tasked with the duty to care for creation, mediating God's
goodness and care to nature. When man takes it upon himself how he ought to treat creation, using it for his
own self-serving purposes, he becomes a slave to his selfish desires and strays from God's good intention -
this creates chaos, suffering, and a loss of the beauty in our world. Our government ought to enact policies
that protect endangered species from the selfish desires of men. I, along with many of the citizens you have
been elected to represent, am opposed to the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. 



Conversation Contents

Brenda Mowery <brenda.mowery@aol.com>

From: Brenda Mowery <brenda.mowery@aol.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:31:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject:

Dear Joshua,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government
decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and
endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with
advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you,

Brenda L Mowery

Nescopeck, Pa



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Donna Scalcione <dscalcione@verizon.net>

From: Donna Scalcione <dscalcione@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:27:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Donna Scalcione 742 Stevens Street Marlborough, MA 01752
5084815397



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tina Mangrum <trm1964@comcast.net>

From: Tina Mangrum <trm1964@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:27:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Tina Mangrum 1728 CR 358 Westcliffe, CO 81252



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Brenda Smith <Beadweaver333@icloud.com>

From: Brenda Smith <Beadweaver333@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:06:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Brenda Smith 53 Brandon Dr McMinnville, TN 37110



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lauren Eaton <Leaton@westwood.k12.ma.us>

From: Lauren Eaton <Leaton@westwood.k12.ma.us>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:25:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Lauren Eaton 25 pine st Canton, MA 02021
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Louis Drinkwater <Louie617@comcast.net>

From: Louis Drinkwater <Louie617@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:25:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Louis Drinkwater 278 Chestnut st Apt # chelsea, MA 02150
6175555555



Conversation Contents
STOP THE ATTACK ON TROPHY HUNTING BAN

Ruth McD <ivymcd@aol.com>

From: Ruth McD <ivymcd@aol.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:23:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: STOP THE ATTACK ON TROPHY HUNTING BAN

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. 

The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species.
The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Ruth McD
Redmond, OR



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elaine Vickery <epvickery@gmail.com>

From: Elaine Vickery <epvickery@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:23:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Elaine Vickery 9 Romney Road Ashford Kent, ot TN24 0RW



Conversation Contents
TROPHY HUNTING

Sandy West <sandraadele18@gmail.com>

From: Sandy West <sandraadele18@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:21:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: TROPHY HUNTING

Please do not give trophy hunters a seat at the table for decision making. The science is crystal
clear that trophy hunting is detrimental and undermines conservation of threatened and
endangered animals. This is a complete waste of taxpayer money. We do not need a council to
advise the department and to promote trophy hunting and all the damage that accompanies it. It
is a deadly and quite disgusting industry. Thank you, Sandra West



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

rudicael riot <rudicael.riot0867@orange.fr>

From: rudicael riot <rudicael.riot0867@orange.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:20:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, riot for animals rudicael riot 65 BD du docteur roux reims, ot 51100
326368299
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jennifer Hickman <jenannh@gmail.com>

From: Jennifer Hickman <jenannh@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:18:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell:

I write to register my opposition to the Department of the Interior’s announcement to create an International Wildlife
Conservation Council. This council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government
decision-making. 

The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The
Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to
promote this deadly industry.

Please do not side with big money elitist greed and do the right thing by rejecting such a Council.

Best,
Jennifer Hickman
Bozeman, MT 
202-288-7210
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Dept. of Interior's new creation

Sandi Cornez <sandicornez@gmail.com>

From: Sandi Cornez <sandicornez@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:16:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Dept. of Interior's new creation

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you.
Sandi Cornez

Sandi Cornez
Food Consultant

Nourishing your body, mind, soul through food
facebook.com/wisdomfromthewell
503-245-4101

"Each Small Kindness, Like A Seed, Grows Tall In Memory"

http://facebook.com/wisdomfromthewell
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Please Stop This! You Can Stop This!

Richard Green <t3449134@gmail.com>

From: Richard Green <t3449134@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:55:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Please Stop This! You Can Stop This!

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Richard Green 980 Castle Oaks Drive Napa, CA 94558
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mandy Tshibangu <Mandytshibangu@gmail.com>

From: Mandy Tshibangu <Mandytshibangu@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:55:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mandy Tshibangu 47 Lakeside Ct Devon, PA 19333
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International Wildlife Conservation Council Opposition

Kelsey Joseph <kjoseph@thehumaneleague.com>

From: Kelsey Joseph <kjoseph@thehumaneleague.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:14:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council Opposition

Mr. Winchell, 
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry.
Thank you, 
Kelsey
-- 
Kelsey Joseph
Grassroots Coordinator, Charlotte
(614) 832-8665

http://thehumaneleague.com/
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Huiss6@gmail.com" <Huiss6@gmail.com>

From: "Huiss6@gmail.com" <Huiss6@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 18:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, L v S Huiss6@gmail.com ZA
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Please do NOT support the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michelle D <michelled423@gmail.com>

From: Michelle D <michelled423@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:45:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Please do NOT support the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Mr. Winchell,

I am writing because I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters even more
influence over government decision-making which is absolutely wrong as they represent a tiny
portion of the American public. 

The data speaks for itself - trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and
endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council
tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you,

Michelle Disney
Raleigh, NC

-- 
Michelle Disney
michelled423@gmail.com

mailto:michelled423@gmail.com
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Comments re International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jules M <julesmari@gmail.com>

From: Jules M <julesmari@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:43:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>, <feedback@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Comments re International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior,

Today I am prompted to write to state my strong opposition to the formation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. Much needed taxpayer dollars will be wasted to establish the
council, spending time and money promoting international travel of individuals for the purposes
of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage conservation as is
stated in one of many researched articles as this one:
https://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/11/151715-conservation-trophy-hunting-elephants-
tusks-poaching-zimbabwe-namibia/

Forming the council is the hunting industry's transparent attempt to push their own agenda, one
not based in science, nor in the best interest of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the innocent
individual animal that is killed as well as the species as a whole. I strongly urge the Department
of Interior to not form this council and instead to promote sound conservation policies. Wildlife
does not have a voice in this matter, so it is up to humans to help them survive as they are just
as deserving to live on this planet as humans are.

I urge you please help to protect the innocent wildlife whose habitat continues to be imposed
upon by the growing human population rather than determine ways to kill them for sport.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
Jules Mari
Cambridge MA

https://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/11/151715-conservation-trophy-hunting-elephants-tusks-poaching-zimbabwe-namibia/
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lucia Kubik <lucia.kubik@gmail.com>

From: Lucia Kubik <lucia.kubik@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:43:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mr. Winchell,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

-- 
Lucia Kubik, MSN, RN
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Don't give trophy hunting the Dept. of Interior's approval

Marcus Lanskey <mlanskey@gmail.com>

From: Marcus Lanskey <mlanskey@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:43:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Don't give trophy hunting the Dept. of Interior's approval

Dear Mr. Winchell,

This is the century which humanity may look back on as the last time mega-fauna existed on Earth. I am
opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Sincerely,
Marcus Lanskey
Centennial,CO 80112
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mary Lyda <cere7email@gmail.com>

From: Mary Lyda <cere7email@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:41:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell,

 
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you.
Mary Lyda
Cave Junction, OR
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Stop trophy hunting imports

Sandy Joos <joosgalefamily@comcast.net>

From: Sandy Joos <joosgalefamily@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:36:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Stop trophy hunting imports

Dear Mr. Winchell,
   I am writing to express my deep dismay regarding the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the
creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council would give trophy hunters an even
more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting
undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species.  However, this council would make it
even easier for trophy hunting bills to pass, and would be a major threat to the survival of endangered
species. The Department should NOT waste taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
   Thank you for your attention,
Sandra Joos, PhD
4259 SW Patrick Pl
Portland, OR 97239



Conversation Contents
International wildlife conservation council

kayekillgore <kayekillgore@gmail.com>

From: kayekillgore <kayekillgore@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:26:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International wildlife conservation council

From what I've read, this does not enhance wildlife conservation.  It does however make it
easier for trophy hunters, canned hunting, killing wild horses, hunting competitions, predator
eradication.

Please, if you are going to form this council, look at the science, ban ivory and importation of
trophies from other countries ( elephants, lions, polar bears)  beef up endangered animal laws,
and truly uphold conservation

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
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Creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council--Comment

"Dana B." <santorinigone@gmail.com>

From: "Dana B." <santorinigone@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:23:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council--
Comment

Dear Mr. Winchell:

I am adamantly opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government
decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered
species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. 

As a concerned taxpayer, I'm dismayed and disappointed that the stewards of the 
U.S. Department of the Interior would even entertain giving such sway to trophy hunters at a time when many big
"game" animals are threatened with extinction and when the science overwhelmingly proves that killing these
animals–not even for food, but as adornments–does not equate conserving them.

I will be following this decision closely; I urge all those at Fish and Wildlife to make the rational, truly sustainable
decision and not give in to special interests that do not represent the majority of the U.S. population.

Sincerely,
 
Dana Buchwald, J.D.
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Keri Heise <keri@animalallies.net>

From: Keri Heise <keri@animalallies.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:14:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell,
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you.

-- 

Keri Heise
ADOPTION PROGRAM MANAGER

keri@animalallies.net

Ph: 218-722-5341, Ext. 208

Fax: 218-722-7975

Save the Date for the Subaru "Share the Love" Adoption Event

This November 18th and 19th!

4006 Airport Road : Duluth, MN 55811
animalallies.net

Join Our Social Community
Facebook  :  Twitter  :  Instagram

mailto:keri@animalallies.net
tel:(218)%20722-5341
tel:(218)%20722-7975
https://maps.google.com/?q=19th!+*4006+Airport+Road+:+Duluth,+MN+55811*&entry=gmail&source=g
http://www.animalallies.net/
https://www.facebook.com/animalallies
https://twitter.com/animalalliesdlh
https://www.instagram.com/animalalliesdlh/
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STOP ALL TROPHY HUNTING EVERYWHERE!

Pat and Jeff <pandj83@comcast.net>

From: Pat and Jeff <pandj83@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:11:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
CC: <info@saveanimalsoregon.com>
Subject: STOP ALL TROPHY HUNTING EVERYWHERE!

I am seriously opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the
creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It’s not anything about
“conservation”; quite the opposite.  The council will give trophy hunters an even
more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is
clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and
endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to
form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this
deadly industry.
 
Trophy hunting is nothing more than murder to boost sick, heartless, soulless,
demented human egos.  There is NO acceptable need or excuse for it!  It is
appalling, cruel, inhumane and is without any consideration for the salvation of the
animal species they kill; (many of which are seriously endangered).
 
STOP this NOW!
 
Sincerely for the animals,
 
Patricia Cantrell
Damascus, OR
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jenna Clay <JEnnaferschmitz@gmail.com>

From: Jenna Clay <JEnnaferschmitz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:11:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jenna Clay 3014 n Morgan st Tampa, FL 33603
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Luree Dell-Bryan <luree@shaw.ca>

From: Luree Dell-Bryan <luree@shaw.ca>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:49:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Luree Dell-Bryan 2180 Renfrew Road #6 Shawnigan Lake, BC V0R
2W1 250-743-3187
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Julie Sherman <azjuls@yahoo.com>

From: Julie Sherman <azjuls@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:07:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell,
 
I am writing in opposition to the Department of the Interior’s proposal to establish an International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The described composition and purpose of the Council give trophy hunters an
outsized voice in government decision-making on conservation. The science is clear that trophy hunting
undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be
wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this
deadly industry.
 
Thank you for your consideration of these comments.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Sherman
Portland, Oregon
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Krista Fletcher <fletchkl@me.com>

From: Krista Fletcher <fletchkl@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:04:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Krista Fletcher 952 E La Jolla Dr Tempe, AZ 85282
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Oppose International Wildlife Conservation Council

Catherine Macan <catherinemacan707@gmail.com>

From: Catherine Macan <catherinemacan707@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:03:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Oppose International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell:

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you.

Catherine Macan 

Sent from my iPhone
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Janine Vinton <janine.vinton@mail.com>

From: Janine Vinton <janine.vinton@mail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 17:02:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Janine Vinton 1 Walter Street Albany, NY 12201
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Katherine Kuffner <kathykuffner@hotmail.com>

From: Katherine Kuffner <kathykuffner@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:57:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Katherine Kuffner 908 South Walnut Street Springfield, IL 62704
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Teresa McCartney <riostc@gmail.com>

From: Teresa McCartney <riostc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:56:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Teresa McCartney 10203 Purcell Road Glen Allen, VA 23060
8044772198



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

joan baker <joan.e.baker58@gmail.com>

From: joan baker <joan.e.baker58@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:52:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms joan baker 54 brisbane st noraville, NB 2263
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rob Irvine <rirvine@med.usyd.edu.au>

From: Rob Irvine <rirvine@med.usyd.edu.au>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:50:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr Rob Irvine Medical Foundation Building, USYD Sydney, ot 2006
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alan Haas <Mralanhaas@me.com>

From: Alan Haas <Mralanhaas@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:49:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Alan Haas S Cambridge, ON N1R 1B2
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Renee Strauss <Renee210@comcast.net>

From: Renee Strauss <Renee210@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:48:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Sincerely, Renee Strauss Dr. Renee Strauss 23 summit drive Bryn mawr,
PA 19010
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cesar Lopez <cesarlopez1778@live.com>

From: Cesar Lopez <cesarlopez1778@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:09:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Cesar Lopez Calle valmojado 119 Madrid, AL 28047 664241716
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Janet Corley <jacorley@oponline.net>

From: Janet Corley <jacorley@oponline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:47:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Janet Corley 45 Knolls Drive Stony Brook, NY 11790 6317513726
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please

Cierra Buer <cierrabuer@gmail.com>

From: Cierra Buer <cierrabuer@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:46:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: please

Mr. Winchell,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Sincerely,

Cierra Buer
Powell Butte, OR
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Samantha Everett <samanthajeverett@hotmail.com>

From: Samantha Everett <samanthajeverett@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:44:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Samantha Everett 3040 38th Ave SW Seattle, WA 98126 2063752744
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NO to International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Günter Singer" <wotanskraft@hotmail.com>

From: "Günter Singer" <wotanskraft@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:44:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: NO to International Wildlife Conservation Council
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Please Don't Lift The Ban

Marney Reed <marneyr08@gmail.com>

From: Marney Reed <marneyr08@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:26:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Please Don't Lift The Ban

Mr. Winchell,
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you for your consideration,
Marney Reed
Port Orford, Oregon  97465



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lisa Lewis <lflewis96@gmail.com>

From: Lisa Lewis <lflewis96@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:05:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Lisa Lewis 112 carrington drive Garner, NC 27529
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diane Sadowski <sadowski2771@msn.com>

From: Diane Sadowski <sadowski2771@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:25:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Diane Sadowski 128 Lee Rd Pittsburgh, PA 15237 (412) 486-7695
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International Wildlife Conservation Council.

April <massaginchick@gmail.com>

From: April <massaginchick@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:25:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council.

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry. 

-- 
April

"Be the change you wish to see in the world."
-Mahatma Gandhi
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michelle Lukasiewicz <meow1229meow@yahoo.com>

From: Michelle Lukasiewicz <meow1229meow@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:25:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Wincell,
I am writing to express my opposition to the Department of the Interior's announcement to create
the International Wildlife Conservation Council.  This Council has nothing to do with conservation,
but instead will give trophy hunters even more power in the conservation decision making
process. Trophy hunting clearly  undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered
species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with
advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Please oppose the creation of this
council.

Thank you,
Michelle Lukasiewicz
Gilbert, AZ
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sheryl Berg <slberg04@hotmail.com>

From: Sheryl Berg <slberg04@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:04:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Sheryl Berg 3927 Deer River Drive Idaho Falls, ID 83401
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

doris certosimo <doriscertosimo@cox.net>

From: doris certosimo <doriscertosimo@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:04:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. doris certosimo 5815 w. beryl ave glendale, AZ 85302 6029081605
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michelle Mceldowney <mmackeldowney@gmail.com>

From: Michelle Mceldowney <mmackeldowney@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:04:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Michelle Mceldowney 309 Washington st Oregon City, OR 97045
7025255168
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathy Gynane <kmgynane@gmail.com>

From: Kathy Gynane <kmgynane@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:23:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Kathy Gynane 133 Lake St Peterborough, ON K9J 2H2
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Peter Dunn <padunn41@comcast.net>

From: Peter Dunn <padunn41@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:03:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Peter Dunn 2309 Green Street Philadelphia, PA 19130
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Steven Yenzer <stevenyenzer@gmail.com>

From: Steven Yenzer <stevenyenzer@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:22:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Steven Yenzer 19529 Gallatin Court Montgomery Village, MD 20886
4104090464
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Pj Boyce <margaret.boyce@baltimorecity.gov>

From: Pj Boyce <margaret.boyce@baltimorecity.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:22:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Pj Boyce 5606 Chelwynd Rd Halethorpe, MD 21227 4437565547
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Al Stein <asalstein@gmail.com>

From: Al Stein <asalstein@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:22:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, Forming this council will prove that
President Trump is giving in to the wishes of his deranged sons who are part of a sick,small
group of people who hunt for their personal, warped sense of pleasure. Very few of our citizens
want elephants to be killed,putting us in the eyes of the rest of the World as a less than third
world country And what will this say about our leader??? I am writing to state my opposition to
the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars
to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not
encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting
industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife.
Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly
urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. Thank you, Mr. Al Stein P.O. Box2829 Palm Springs, CA 92263
7603223457
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tina Michelakis <1964tina.m@gmail.com>

From: Tina Michelakis <1964tina.m@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:02:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Tina Michelakis Kuringen, 3511 3511 Hasselt, ot 3511
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tracy Marotta <tracyrocks@gmail.com>

From: Tracy Marotta <tracyrocks@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:01:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Tracy Marotta 263 Bay 19th St Unit A Brooklyn, NY 11214 6463313262
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alyssa Chan <alyssachan23@gmail.com>

From: Alyssa Chan <alyssachan23@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:21:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Alyssa Chan 2555 Main Street Apt 4075 Irvine, CA 92614
9168322384
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"roland d'amour" <theputridexistence@gmail.com>

From: "roland d'amour" <theputridexistence@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, roland d'amour richmond rd ottawa, ON k2h6t7
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

DOLORES MAGOT <dolores.magot@orange.fr>

From: DOLORES MAGOT <dolores.magot@orange.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:21:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs DOLORES MAGOT 10 rue d'Andilly EAUBONNE, ot 95600
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Wildlife Conservation

"amarone3@gmail.com" <amarone3@gmail.com>

From: "amarone3@gmail.com" <amarone3@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:21:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Wildlife Conservation

Dear Sir;  We are writing to ask that you NOT implement The Wildlife Conservation Council as we feel it would
benefit trophy hunters far more than the animals we wish to protect.  The concept that boons for the hunters
eventually mean more funding to protect our wildlife has been debunked many times.  It is about as valid as "trickle-
down economics" is to the middle class.  Was it Shakespeare who said that 'Baloney by any other name would
smell as sweet'?  Maybe it wasn't baloney....
  If we want to help wildlife, fund their preservation directly.  If you want to kill them off, fund wealthy trophy
hunters.  
  Please reject this supposed conservation council.  Thank you, Edgard & Betty Abadia

Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE device
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kaatje Adams <Kaatjeplanet@gmail.com>

From: Kaatje Adams <Kaatjeplanet@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:20:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Kaatje Adams Brabant laan 10 Brabant, ot 5555ab
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

natasha salgado <viega113@bell.net>

From: natasha salgado <viega113@bell.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:20:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms natasha salgado 5 maynard ave 5 maynard ave toronto, MD 21122
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Maria Falcon <falcon.maru.e@gmail.com>

From: Maria Falcon <falcon.maru.e@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:20:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Maria Falcon 115 Bartlett St Apt.2 Somerville, MA 02145 6172333663
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Bristow <Springgulchgrandm@msn.com>

From: Susan Bristow <Springgulchgrandm@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:20:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Susan Bristow PO Box 827 Lyons, CO 80540



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anja Vitakari <anja.woodhill@gmail.com>

From: Anja Vitakari <anja.woodhill@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:00:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms Anja Vitakari Karhuniementie 578 Kouvola, ot 47760 401922669



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

georgina zarinana <rawslolo60@gmail.com>

From: georgina zarinana <rawslolo60@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:00:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. georgina zarinana seto 23 queretaro, ot 76160
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Amy Smereck <apsmereck@att.net>

From: Amy Smereck <apsmereck@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:20:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Amy Smereck 147 Chestnut Street Camden, ME 04843 2072363450
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Deborah Harris <debbie@escritoire.ca>

From: Deborah Harris <debbie@escritoire.ca>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:59:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Deborah Harris 81 Shaw Blvd. St Thomas, ON N5P 4N8 15198546596
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Margaret Mueller <MJMueller@cinci.rr.com>

From: Margaret Mueller <MJMueller@cinci.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:19:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Margaret Mueller 5078 Lord Alfred Court Sharonville, OH 45241



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sylvie Ries <silv@tango.lu>

From: Sylvie Ries <silv@tango.lu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:18:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Sylvie Ries 11B, Haaptstrooss Calmus, ot 8525 379633



Conversation Contents
I OPPOSE YOUR International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sadie Schrader <sadie.schrader@hotmail.com>

From: Sadie Schrader <sadie.schrader@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:18:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: I OPPOSE YOUR International Wildlife Conservation Council

I OPPOSE YOUR formation of an International Wildlife Conservation Council. It WASTES MY
taxpayer dollars to establish the council and spends time and money promoting international
travel for a selected few individuals to trophy hunt. It is PROVEN that SPORT KILLING
ENDANGERS threatened species and ABORTS conservation. The formation of the council is a
transparent attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science
or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the
species as a whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and
instead to promote sound conservation policies. Dr. Sadie Schrader 1654 Jefferson Ave. Saint
Paul, MN 55105
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Barbara McArthur <bdmac50@gmail.com>

From: Barbara McArthur <bdmac50@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:57:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Barbara McArthur 65E Dorchester Dr. Lakewood, NJ 08701
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joanne Ferguson <annlist01@comcast.net>

From: Joanne Ferguson <annlist01@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:15:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Joanne Ferguson 4772 W. 102nd Ave. Westminster, CO 80031



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Patricia Fellenbaum <dfpf@comcast.net>

From: Patricia Fellenbaum <dfpf@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Patricia Fellenbaum 115 Diane drive Broooall, PA 190008
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Valarie Court <Victorian.edwardian@gmail.com>

From: Valarie Court <Victorian.edwardian@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:14:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Valarie Court 3850 Atlantic Ave #270 Highland, CA 92346 5416392242
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Herb Lowrance <herblow007@verizon.net>

From: Herb Lowrance <herblow007@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:54:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Herb Lowrance 1146 Eugene drive Tom's river, NJ 08753 7322325837
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Karen Shelton <Klshelton@bellsouth.net>

From: Karen Shelton <Klshelton@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:14:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Karen Shelton P.o. Box 20 Hanson, KY 42413 270 667 2244
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lauri Oberlander <lkoberlander@att.net>

From: Lauri Oberlander <lkoberlander@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:54:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Lauri Oberlander 706 Melrose Drive Richardson, TX 75080 214-662-
7668
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sarah Rose <joshsarah@optonline.net>

From: Sarah Rose <joshsarah@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:54:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Sarah Rose 55 Federal La. Coram, NY 11727-____
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nicolas Nasrallah <nick@phoeniciatravel.com>

From: Nicolas Nasrallah <nick@phoeniciatravel.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:13:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Nicolas Nasrallah 1785 St. laurent Blvd Ottawa, ON K1W 0C7
6132664125
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dolores Schaub <dee-clutter@optonline.net>

From: Dolores Schaub <dee-clutter@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:53:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Dolores Schaub 87 Blauvelt Ave. West Haverstraw, NY 10993
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diane Gentile <dianegentile@gmail.com>

From: Diane Gentile <dianegentile@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:53:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Diane Gentile 411 Broadway Suite E Petaluma, CA 94952
7073476603
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pyrotiff66 ." <piratequeen87@gmail.com>

From: "pyrotiff66 ." <piratequeen87@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:12:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
 
Sincerely,
Tiffany Vandever
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Paige Maslow <Halfacat1022@gmail.com>

From: Paige Maslow <Halfacat1022@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:12:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Paige Maslow 29953 Fir Drive Evergreen, CO 80439

Paige Maslow <Halfacat1022@gmail.com>

From: Paige Maslow <Halfacat1022@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:13:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Paige Maslow 29953 Fir Drive Evergreen, CO 80439
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Francisca Becker <panchita.becker@gmail.com>

From: Francisca Becker <panchita.becker@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:13:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Francisca Becker Martin Alonso Pinzon, Santiago, ot 7550000 981499314
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Samantha Turetsky <samituretsky@gmail.com>

From: Samantha Turetsky <samituretsky@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:51:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Samantha Turetsky 608 John Anderson Drive Ormond Beach, FL
32176 3863163553
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Denise Inkel <inkelstamour@videotron.ca>

From: Denise Inkel <inkelstamour@videotron.ca>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:51:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Denise Inkel 6615 32nd Avenue Montreal, ot 00000 5147214018
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Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council

Cornelius Matteo <cornelius@cmatteophotography.com>

From: Cornelius Matteo <cornelius@cmatteophotography.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:08:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council

Hello Joshua

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Cornelius Matteo
225 B street
Ashland Or
97520
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Opposition to IWCC

Jennifer Hauge <jennworldwide@hotmail.com>

From: Jennifer Hauge <jennworldwide@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 16:01:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposition to IWCC

 

The U.S. is in crisis…a crisis of vulgarity, inhumane and irresponsibility.

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the

International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more

prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy

hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department

should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department

on ways to promote this deadly industry.

The United States needs to ban the import and sale of elephant trophies and several other

endangered animal imports.

 
 
MARY ELIAS 
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Killing for the joy of killing

Anthony Albert <albert2910@msn.com>

From: Anthony Albert <albert2910@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:40:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Killing for the joy of killing
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mshuster@verizon.net" <mshuster@verizon.net>

From: "mshuster@verizon.net" <mshuster@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:31:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "brtn@comcast.net" <brtn@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"luannm@comcast.net" <luannm@comcast.net>

From: "luannm@comcast.net" <luannm@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:31:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"judy-marti@hotmail.com" <judy-marti@hotmail.com>

From: "judy-marti@hotmail.com" <judy-marti@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:30:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dschildress@comcast.net" <dschildress@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:31:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "johnteyreaagg@gmail.com" <johnteyreaagg@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:31:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "evamcura@gmail.com" <evamcura@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:31:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kristinebcoleman@gmail.com" <kristinebcoleman@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:31:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristine Coleman
kristinebcoleman@gmail.com US
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"676redroses@gmail.com" <676redroses@gmail.com>

From: "676redroses@gmail.com" <676redroses@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:30:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Theresa Robbitts 676redroses@gmail.com
US
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Betty Patton <Betty@bettyandrichard.com>

From: Betty Patton <Betty@bettyandrichard.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:30:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am writing because I do not want the Department of the Interior to create the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. My tax dollars should never be used to promote and facilitate
trophy hunting, which is what this council will be charged with pursuing. Do not give these few people
who kill for joy an avenue into the Interior Department’s decision making on caring for the world’s wildlife.
Killing for fun is not conservation; it is sick.
 
Betty Patton
32 NE 44th Avenue
Portland, OR 97213
503-358-0496
Betty@BettyandRichard.com
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"jane.bobko@gmail.com" <jane.bobko@gmail.com>

From: "jane.bobko@gmail.com" <jane.bobko@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:30:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "linda.rose.shaw@gmail.com" <linda.rose.shaw@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"sandance@comcast.net" <sandance@comcast.net>

From: "sandance@comcast.net" <sandance@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:30:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"sara728@live.com" <sara728@live.com>

From: "sara728@live.com" <sara728@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sara Neidlinger sara728@live.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sizemorepatricia@hotmail.com" <sizemorepatricia@hotmail.com>

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

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:30:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"footstepsinthesand@hotmail.com" <footstepsinthesand@hotmail.com>

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

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:30:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"otorongo@earthlink.net" <otorongo@earthlink.net>

From: "otorongo@earthlink.net" <otorongo@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:30:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"bigsister2003@att.net" <bigsister2003@att.net>

From: "bigsister2003@att.net" <bigsister2003@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:30:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beth Barrett bigsister2003@att.net CT US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"earias@bellsouth.net" <earias@bellsouth.net>

From: "earias@bellsouth.net" <earias@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"wendy@magusentertainment.com" <wendy@magusentertainment.com>

From: "wendy@magusentertainment.com"
<wendy@magusentertainment.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:30:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wendy Laister
wendy@magusentertainment.com US
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"bg9362@gmail.com" <bg9362@gmail.com>

From: "bg9362@gmail.com" <bg9362@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:30:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Garrison bg9362@gmail.com US
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"raymond24@bellsouth.net" <raymond24@bellsouth.net>

From: "raymond24@bellsouth.net" <raymond24@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbra Raymond raymond24@bellsouth.net
US
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"johnnyglass@hotmail.com" <johnnyglass@hotmail.com>

From: "johnnyglass@hotmail.com" <johnnyglass@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:30:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessie Bacon johnnyglass@hotmail.com US
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"snowbomb63@gmail.com" <snowbomb63@gmail.com>

From: "snowbomb63@gmail.com" <snowbomb63@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marla Goodman snowbomb63@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"maykim@mchsi.com" <maykim@mchsi.com>

From: "maykim@mchsi.com" <maykim@mchsi.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"stacey.roberts@unishippers.com" <stacey.roberts@unishippers.com>

From: "stacey.roberts@unishippers.com"
<stacey.roberts@unishippers.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "eliroehl@gmail.com" <eliroehl@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:30:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jgmckenzie@comcast.net" <jgmckenzie@comcast.net>

From: "jgmckenzie@comcast.net" <jgmckenzie@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"gammymiami@gmail.com" <gammymiami@gmail.com>

From: "gammymiami@gmail.com" <gammymiami@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"robintab@cox.net" <robintab@cox.net>

From: "robintab@cox.net" <robintab@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: Melissa Vidovich <melvidov@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Wildlife

Hello,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Sincerely,

Melissa
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BECKY GARDNER <gbeckyl@msn.com>

From: BECKY GARDNER <gbeckyl@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Trophy hunting/IWCC

 
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation
of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy
hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-
making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation
of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be
wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

 Respectfully,

Becky Gardner
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Melinda Fleming <melindafleming@comcast.net>

From: Melinda Fleming <melindafleming@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: No Council for trophy hunters please

Dear Mr. Winchell, I oppose the creation of the International Wildlife Council by the Department
of the Interior because it will promote trophy hunting. Already endangered species do not need
to be hunted further. Especially not for trophies. There are many other ways to boost one’s self
esteem or test one’s mettle. People who are resourceful enough to hunt for trophies, are
resourceful enough to get satisfaction from life in other, less destructive ways. Yours sincerely,
Melinda Fleming Portland, OR



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jwjudewilk@gmail.com" <jwjudewilk@gmail.com>

From: "jwjudewilk@gmail.com" <jwjudewilk@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, J Wilk jwjudewilk@gmail.com US
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"j12850@hotmail.com" <j12850@hotmail.com>

From: "j12850@hotmail.com" <j12850@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Nieves j12850@hotmail.com US
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"clariceglandon@gmail.com" <clariceglandon@gmail.com>

From: "clariceglandon@gmail.com" <clariceglandon@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sharkgreenbuffalo@gmail.com" <sharkgreenbuffalo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:28:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "chrymc@att.net" <chrymc@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:28:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cshaynes@cox.net" <cshaynes@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carole Haynes cshaynes@cox.net US
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"jlmorr2011@live.com" <jlmorr2011@live.com>

From: "jlmorr2011@live.com" <jlmorr2011@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica Morrison jlmorr2011@live.com US
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"tvc15ma@gmail.com" <tvc15ma@gmail.com>

From: "tvc15ma@gmail.com" <tvc15ma@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Donnelly tvc15ma@gmail.com US
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"lv273@outlook.com" <lv273@outlook.com>

From: "lv273@outlook.com" <lv273@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Vogel lv273@outlook.com US
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"jarodakis@gmail.com" <jarodakis@gmail.com>

From: "jarodakis@gmail.com" <jarodakis@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:29:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "drwvota@gmail.com" <drwvota@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:28:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "r.puaoi@comcast.net" <r.puaoi@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:28:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "djpuss@hotmail.com" <djpuss@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:28:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dutka.t@gmail.com" <dutka.t@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:28:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "flipmanne@ca.rr.com" <flipmanne@ca.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:28:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "daverwatts@msn.com" <daverwatts@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:28:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "katherine.r.ms@gmail.com" <katherine.r.ms@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:28:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: S Massie <smbrisaseca@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:28:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: re: Formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell,

In light of the recent developments regarding elephant trophy hunting importations from Zambia and
Zimbabwe, I would like to argue against the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council
(IWCC) to be established under the authority of the Interior Secretary and regulated by the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (FACA).

This council is not essential and is in fact duplicative with an existing pro-hunting council, the Wildlife
and Hunting Heritage Conservation Council, that has a very broad mandate and which can carry out all of
the tasks the new IWCC would be charged with.

The establishment of IWCC, under FACA requirements, must be in the “public interest.”  Provided that
86% of Americans oppose hunting big game and 56% oppose hunting animals for sport altogether, this is
hardly in the public interest to pay for this Council using taxpayer dollars for travel and per diem
expenses for the twice yearly meetings.

Trophy hunting is devastating to wildlife; numerous restrictions on importations from Africa attest to
this.  It is NOT in the public interest.  

Humans harm wildlife on a massive scale.  Although not a hunting depiction, please take the time to look
at an award-winning photograph called, “Hell is Here”, taken by Biplab Hazra , to see just part of the
trauma, pain, and agony we put our fellow creatures through.  Mr. Winchell, you have to be someone who
appreciates wildlife or you would not be a federal official working for the Fish and Wildlife Service. 
Please don’t make it any easier to inflict more pain by allowing trophy hunting imports from any country
- the US should be better than this.

S. Massie
Tucson, AZ
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"wakeupandsmellthedog@hotmail.com"
<wakeupandsmellthedog@hotmail.com>

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

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:27:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:28:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather Sepulveda
heathersepulveda@hotmail.com US
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"cyndia.studt1@gmail.com" <cyndia.studt1@gmail.com>

From: "cyndia.studt1@gmail.com" <cyndia.studt1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:28:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cyndia Studt cyndia.studt1@gmail.com US
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"gop.r.war.criminals@gmail.com" <gop.r.war.criminals@gmail.com>

From: "gop.r.war.criminals@gmail.com"
<gop.r.war.criminals@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:27:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Guy Zahller gop.r.war.criminals@gmail.com
CA US
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"cdzink1@verizon.net" <cdzink1@verizon.net>

From: "cdzink1@verizon.net" <cdzink1@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:28:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cathy Zink cdzink1@verizon.net US
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"janlonny@gmail.com" <janlonny@gmail.com>

From: "janlonny@gmail.com" <janlonny@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:27:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "zymnpf@hotmail.com" <zymnpf@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:28:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Adam Stuart zymnpf@hotmail.com US
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"sbmiller13@gmail.com" <sbmiller13@gmail.com>

From: "sbmiller13@gmail.com" <sbmiller13@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:27:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Scott Miller sbmiller13@gmail.com US
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"imalwaysright2@gmail.com" <imalwaysright2@gmail.com>

From: "imalwaysright2@gmail.com" <imalwaysright2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:27:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy Briney imalwaysright2@gmail.com US
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"deborahsparaga@gmail.com" <deborahsparaga@gmail.com>

From: "deborahsparaga@gmail.com" <deborahsparaga@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:27:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "khenrygo@calpoly.edu" <khenrygo@calpoly.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dlksmedwick@hotmail.com" <dlksmedwick@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "paydentravers@verizon.net" <paydentravers@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:27:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "samanthaariola@gmail.com" <samanthaariola@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:27:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "michellejshinn@gmail.com" <michellejshinn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:27:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ssteinle@earthlink.net" <ssteinle@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Siri Steinle ssteinle@earthlink.net US
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"Rebeccacook73@icloud.com" <Rebeccacook73@icloud.com>

From: "Rebeccacook73@icloud.com" <Rebeccacook73@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:27:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Cook Rebeccacook73@icloud.com
MA US
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"miawhite07878mw@gmail.com" <miawhite07878mw@gmail.com>

From: "miawhite07878mw@gmail.com"
<miawhite07878mw@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:27:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mia White miawhite07878mw@gmail.com NJ
US
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"mrs.paulcoleman@gmail.com" <mrs.paulcoleman@gmail.com>

From: "mrs.paulcoleman@gmail.com" <mrs.paulcoleman@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:27:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "laurakohn@gmail.com" <laurakohn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:27:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "laural@laroccaskincare.com" <laural@laroccaskincare.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:27:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Larocca laural@laroccaskincare.com
US
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"lab12567@hotmail.com" <lab12567@hotmail.com>

From: "lab12567@hotmail.com" <lab12567@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:27:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Bohach lab12567@hotmail.com US
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"eastwind@wildblue.net" <eastwind@wildblue.net>

From: "eastwind@wildblue.net" <eastwind@wildblue.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patrick Hornberger eastwind@wildblue.net
US
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"slroberts525@hotmail.com" <slroberts525@hotmail.com>

From: "slroberts525@hotmail.com" <slroberts525@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, stacy roberts slroberts525@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tjhickey93@gmail.com" <tjhickey93@gmail.com>

From: "tjhickey93@gmail.com" <tjhickey93@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion of conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Hickey tjhickey93@gmail.com US
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"edgarbyknight@hotmail.com" <edgarbyknight@hotmail.com>

From: "edgarbyknight@hotmail.com" <edgarbyknight@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jdana@umn.edu" <jdana@umn.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
I am DEEPLY opposed to trophy hunting of any kind as it is usually done by hunters who have
absolutely no concern for anything but getting a head hanging on the wall and can pay
thousands of dollars to get one.. Animal populations of every kind are threatened due to over
hunting, poaching and sprawling human populations encroaching on wild areas. Trophy hunting
should be Banned not encouraged by people like trump and his hunting family. His decision was
based on his preference and pressure from his sons and wealthy friends not by caring,
intelligent people who want to see animals protected who are in danger of extinction. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, JoAyn Dana jdana@umn.edu US
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"lrichter44@hotmail.com" <lrichter44@hotmail.com>

From: "lrichter44@hotmail.com" <lrichter44@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lori Richter lrichter44@hotmail.com US
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"ksnauko@gmail.com" <ksnauko@gmail.com>

From: "ksnauko@gmail.com" <ksnauko@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kevin Snauko ksnauko@gmail.com US
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"mcmnri1979@gmail.com" <mcmnri1979@gmail.com>

From: "mcmnri1979@gmail.com" <mcmnri1979@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mario Melo mcmnri1979@gmail.com US
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"sbp1154@gmail.com" <sbp1154@gmail.com>

From: "sbp1154@gmail.com" <sbp1154@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Silvia Perez sbp1154@gmail.com US
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"esmoroda@gmail.com" <esmoroda@gmail.com>

From: "esmoroda@gmail.com" <esmoroda@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"patbutcher40@hotmail.com" <patbutcher40@hotmail.com>

From: "patbutcher40@hotmail.com" <patbutcher40@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Butcher patbutcher40@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vmoore727@gmail.com" <vmoore727@gmail.com>

From: "vmoore727@gmail.com" <vmoore727@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Veronica Moore vmoore727@gmail.com FL
US
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Ronaldjsutton@hotmail.com

"Ronaldjsutton@hotmail.com" <Ronaldjsutton@hotmail.com>

From: "Ronaldjsutton@hotmail.com" <Ronaldjsutton@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Ronaldjsutton@hotmail.com

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

"luvnlife96@msn.com" <luvnlife96@msn.com>

From: "luvnlife96@msn.com" <luvnlife96@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lee Hays luvnlife96@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sunite@snet.net" <sunite@snet.net>

From: "sunite@snet.net" <sunite@snet.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:25:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"maria@yourdrsoffice.com" <maria@yourdrsoffice.com>

From: "maria@yourdrsoffice.com" <maria@yourdrsoffice.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:25:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"dmbenson13@gmail.com" <dmbenson13@gmail.com>

From: "dmbenson13@gmail.com" <dmbenson13@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:25:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donelle Benson dmbenson13@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kiyohaya@gmx.us" <kiyohaya@gmx.us>

From: "kiyohaya@gmx.us" <kiyohaya@gmx.us>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:25:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"marian.rjordan@gmail.com" <marian.rjordan@gmail.com>

From: "marian.rjordan@gmail.com" <marian.rjordan@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:25:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"mdabrowski@dcsbiz.com" <mdabrowski@dcsbiz.com>

From: "mdabrowski@dcsbiz.com" <mdabrowski@dcsbiz.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:26:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"horo0017@gmail.com" <horo0017@gmail.com>

From: "horo0017@gmail.com" <horo0017@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:25:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cheryl Rosen horo0017@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"3054c101@opayq.com" <3054c101@opayq.com>

From: "3054c101@opayq.com" <3054c101@opayq.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:25:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elena Kostritsyna 3054c101@opayq.com US
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"dave@helixtelecom.com" <dave@helixtelecom.com>

From: "dave@helixtelecom.com" <dave@helixtelecom.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:25:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mbgbus@gmail.com" <mbgbus@gmail.com>

From: "mbgbus@gmail.com" <mbgbus@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:25:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ssnkane@gmail.com" <ssnkane@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:25:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lorenapeynado@hotmail.com" <lorenapeynado@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:25:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "johattum@hotmail.com" <johattum@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:25:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "pbnbea@netzero.com" <pbnbea@netzero.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:25:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patti Baker pbnbea@netzero.com CA US
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"rhl2351@cfl.rr.com" <rhl2351@cfl.rr.com>

From: "rhl2351@cfl.rr.com" <rhl2351@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:25:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ron Leo rhl2351@cfl.rr.com US
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"david.merchant@comcast.net" <david.merchant@comcast.net>

From: "david.merchant@comcast.net" <david.merchant@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:25:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cindy.renshaw@connecthearing.com"
<cindy.renshaw@connecthearing.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:25:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "helen@mathbox.com" <helen@mathbox.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:23:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "atheran@bellsouth.net" <atheran@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"mhaase@fuse.net" <mhaase@fuse.net>

From: "mhaase@fuse.net" <mhaase@fuse.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:25:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"dromanet@rochester.rr.com" <dromanet@rochester.rr.com>

From: "dromanet@rochester.rr.com" <dromanet@rochester.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dorothy Romanet
dromanet@rochester.rr.com US
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"galvan.mary90@gmail.com" <galvan.mary90@gmail.com>

From: "galvan.mary90@gmail.com" <galvan.mary90@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Galvan galvan.mary90@gmail.com US
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"james.reid@aospeo.com" <james.reid@aospeo.com>

From: "james.reid@aospeo.com" <james.reid@aospeo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to
ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James
Reid james.reid@aospeo.com US
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"deniese217@gmail.com" <deniese217@gmail.com>

From: "deniese217@gmail.com" <deniese217@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Garcia deniese217@gmail.com US
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"charlielouisekittie@icloud.com" <charlielouisekittie@icloud.com>

From: "charlielouisekittie@icloud.com" <charlielouisekittie@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ragdolllover@hotmail.com" <ragdolllover@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Marshall ragdolllover@hotmail.com CA
US
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"cml928@hotmail.com" <cml928@hotmail.com>

From: "cml928@hotmail.com" <cml928@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolyn Labus cml928@hotmail.com US
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"adelaidecat@hotmail.com" <adelaidecat@hotmail.com>

From: "adelaidecat@hotmail.com" <adelaidecat@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lvenzie@hotmail.com" <lvenzie@hotmail.com>

From: "lvenzie@hotmail.com" <lvenzie@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "aist.mt@gmail.com" <aist.mt@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Aist aist.mt@gmail.com US
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"caroles49@icloud.com" <caroles49@icloud.com>

From: "caroles49@icloud.com" <caroles49@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:23:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Darlene Holmes caroles49@icloud.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"shen.elizabeth@gmail.com" <shen.elizabeth@gmail.com>

From: "shen.elizabeth@gmail.com" <shen.elizabeth@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"dnpyles@acousticmusic.com" <dnpyles@acousticmusic.com>

From: "dnpyles@acousticmusic.com" <dnpyles@acousticmusic.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"wmcbutlerphd@wmconnect.com" <wmcbutlerphd@wmconnect.com>

From: "wmcbutlerphd@wmconnect.com"
<wmcbutlerphd@wmconnect.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"janegarcia.mimi@gmail.com" <janegarcia.mimi@gmail.com>

From: "janegarcia.mimi@gmail.com" <janegarcia.mimi@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "standleejim@att.net" <standleejim@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Standlee standleejim@att.net US
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"smcdaniel7@gmail.com" <smcdaniel7@gmail.com>

From: "smcdaniel7@gmail.com" <smcdaniel7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacy Mcdaniel smcdaniel7@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pnhoangmanh@gmail.com" <pnhoangmanh@gmail.com>

From: "pnhoangmanh@gmail.com" <pnhoangmanh@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:23:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, PHUOC NGUYEN
pnhoangmanh@gmail.com US
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"jasmine.cisneros01@gmail.com" <jasmine.cisneros01@gmail.com>

From: "jasmine.cisneros01@gmail.com"
<jasmine.cisneros01@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jasmine Cisneros
jasmine.cisneros01@gmail.com US
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"saleonard123@comcast.net" <saleonard123@comcast.net>

From: "saleonard123@comcast.net" <saleonard123@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheila Coxon saleonard123@comcast.net
OR US
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"caroline.kane@eamdc.com" <caroline.kane@eamdc.com>

From: "caroline.kane@eamdc.com" <caroline.kane@eamdc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Caroline Kane caroline.kane@eamdc.com
US
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"kooka52@msn.com" <kooka52@msn.com>

From: "kooka52@msn.com" <kooka52@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:23:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, S Hale kooka52@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kimberlyvandale@hotmail.com" <kimberlyvandale@hotmail.com>

From: "kimberlyvandale@hotmail.com" <kimberlyvandale@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:24:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jrodri1596@icloud.com" <jrodri1596@icloud.com>

From: "jrodri1596@icloud.com" <jrodri1596@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:23:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jose Rodriguez jrodri1596@icloud.com VA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dancharter1933@gmail.com" <dancharter1933@gmail.com>

From: "dancharter1933@gmail.com" <dancharter1933@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:23:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dan Charter dancharter1933@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bronxite52@msn.com" <bronxite52@msn.com>

From: "bronxite52@msn.com" <bronxite52@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:23:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cat Karnis bronxite52@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"daniel.ayala1165@gmail.com" <daniel.ayala1165@gmail.com>

From: "daniel.ayala1165@gmail.com" <daniel.ayala1165@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:23:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Daniel Gutierrez ayala
daniel.ayala1165@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"judycooper1944@hotmail.com" <judycooper1944@hotmail.com>

From: "judycooper1944@hotmail.com" <judycooper1944@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:23:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith Cooper judycooper1944@hotmail.com
US
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"karendefran@gmail.com" <karendefran@gmail.com>

From: "karendefran@gmail.com" <karendefran@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:23:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "yvettefraga@hotmail.com" <yvettefraga@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:23:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ramiroabal@hotmail.com" <ramiroabal@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:23:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "deborahmadison@earthlink.net"
<deborahmadison@earthlink.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:23:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Madison
deborahmadison@earthlink.net US
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"eddy.day55@gmail.com" <eddy.day55@gmail.com>

From: "eddy.day55@gmail.com" <eddy.day55@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:22:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Edward Day eddy.day55@gmail.com FL US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"patkady@gmail.com" <patkady@gmail.com>

From: "patkady@gmail.com" <patkady@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:23:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "marianne_olsson@telia.com" <marianne_olsson@telia.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:21:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "eztarver@gmail.com" <eztarver@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:22:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Evangeline Tarver eztarver@gmail.com US
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"mil7mei@hotmail.com" <mil7mei@hotmail.com>

From: "mil7mei@hotmail.com" <mil7mei@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:22:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Larry Meisgeier mil7mei@hotmail.com US
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"jss19@columbia.edu" <jss19@columbia.edu>

From: "jss19@columbia.edu" <jss19@columbia.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:22:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jill Shapiro jss19@columbia.edu US
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"zacharycroissant89@gmail.com" <zacharycroissant89@gmail.com>

From: "zacharycroissant89@gmail.com"
<zacharycroissant89@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:22:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Zach Croissant
zacharycroissant89@gmail.com US
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"kathylucy@gmail.com" <kathylucy@gmail.com>

From: "kathylucy@gmail.com" <kathylucy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:21:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jhiott@flooringservicesinc.com" <jhiott@flooringservicesinc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:22:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lindajhiser@gmail.com" <lindajhiser@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Hiser lindajhiser@gmail.com US
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"edryan341@comcast.net" <edryan341@comcast.net>

From: "edryan341@comcast.net" <edryan341@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:21:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Edward Ryan edryan341@comcast.net US
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"brendawhitney@verizon.net" <brendawhitney@verizon.net>

From: "brendawhitney@verizon.net" <brendawhitney@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:22:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "candacerussell@cox.net" <candacerussell@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:21:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rmbradford@gmail.com" <rmbradford@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:21:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, renee bradford rmbradford@gmail.com US
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"gk1608@gmail.com" <gk1608@gmail.com>

From: "gk1608@gmail.com" <gk1608@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:21:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gianinna Kumagai gk1608@gmail.com US
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"gwbeetham@msn.com" <gwbeetham@msn.com>

From: "gwbeetham@msn.com" <gwbeetham@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:21:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: Patrick Fischer <mrshineyhead@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:22:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Stop Elephant Trophy

Joshua Winchell of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Patrick “MrShineyhead” Fischer CDI, ASLTA Master
Co-Owner/Production Manager
Expert Business Support, Inc.
p:  503-716-8389    vp:  503-298-4677  
f:   866-818-6191    
a:  4545 SW 96th Ave, Beaverton, OR 97005
w:  expertbusinesssupport.com    e:  mrshineyhead@gmail.com

http://expertbusinesssupport.com/
mailto:mrshineyhead@gmail.com
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"robinsnest324@optimum.net" <robinsnest324@optimum.net>

From: "robinsnest324@optimum.net" <robinsnest324@optimum.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:21:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robin Covino robinsnest324@optimum.net
US
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Suzanne Geraci <s.geraci@comcast.net>

From: Suzanne Geraci <s.geraci@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:22:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Ban Trophy Hunting

Dear Mr. Winchell,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
must not taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to
promote this deadly industry.

Suzanne Geraci

Sent from my iPad
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"kahlerandolph@hotmail.com" <kahlerandolph@hotmail.com>

From: "kahlerandolph@hotmail.com" <kahlerandolph@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:20:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dcushey@gmail.com" <dcushey@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:20:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "christinedietterich@gmail.com" <christinedietterich@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:22:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "arlenejech@earthlink.net" <arlenejech@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:21:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "gregorygtp@att.net" <gregorygtp@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:21:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, greg parker gregorygtp@att.net US
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"veromama13@gmail.com" <veromama13@gmail.com>

From: "veromama13@gmail.com" <veromama13@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:21:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled, at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a small
fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and
ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for
conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to
“streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek
“regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking
the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this
council truly benefits international wildlife conservation aims, as well as supports the desire of
the overwhelming majority of American citizens. Sincerely, Opal Hilty veromama13@gmail.com
CO US
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"pamelaolson@comecast.net" <pamelaolson@comecast.net>

From: "pamelaolson@comecast.net" <pamelaolson@comecast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jilheins@hotmail.com" <jilheins@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:21:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Please make changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI needs to make several revisions: • Revise the council’s mandate,
moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species
protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small
have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of
the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jill Heins jilheins@hotmail.com US
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"buster11195@gmail.com" <buster11195@gmail.com>

From: "buster11195@gmail.com" <buster11195@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:21:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rhonda Edwards buster11195@gmail.com
US
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"halleypetersen@mchsi.com" <halleypetersen@mchsi.com>

From: "halleypetersen@mchsi.com" <halleypetersen@mchsi.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, ann petersen halleypetersen@mchsi.com US
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"lindawright12@comcast.net" <lindawright12@comcast.net>

From: "lindawright12@comcast.net" <lindawright12@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:20:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Wright lindawright12@comcast.net US
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"dskanse@gmail.com" <dskanse@gmail.com>

From: "dskanse@gmail.com" <dskanse@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:20:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Skanse dskanse@gmail.com US
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"rock61@comcast.net" <rock61@comcast.net>

From: "rock61@comcast.net" <rock61@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:20:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brigitte Bilodeau rock61@comcast.net US
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"missandregg@gmail.com" <missandregg@gmail.com>

From: "missandregg@gmail.com" <missandregg@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:20:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "siobhanlaver@gmail.com" <siobhanlaver@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:20:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "garytgreen@verizon.net" <garytgreen@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:20:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gary Green garytgreen@verizon.net US
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"billmoyer1950@gmail.com" <billmoyer1950@gmail.com>

From: "billmoyer1950@gmail.com" <billmoyer1950@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:20:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bill Moyer billmoyer1950@gmail.com US
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"naturally0723@gmail.com" <naturally0723@gmail.com>

From: "naturally0723@gmail.com" <naturally0723@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:20:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Natalie Ramos naturally0723@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jfinch16@stny.rr.com" <jfinch16@stny.rr.com>

From: "jfinch16@stny.rr.com" <jfinch16@stny.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:20:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jean Finch jfinch16@stny.rr.com US
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"raventowneeastsc@gmail.com" <raventowneeastsc@gmail.com>

From: "raventowneeastsc@gmail.com" <raventowneeastsc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:20:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sidabrasster@gmail.com" <sidabrasster@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:20:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lechefgerard@gmail.com" <lechefgerard@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jlumpkins@versa-lok.com" <jlumpkins@versa-lok.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lizluddite@hotmail.com" <lizluddite@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth ann Harris lizluddite@hotmail.com
US
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"tonysutton1@hotmail.com" <tonysutton1@hotmail.com>

From: "tonysutton1@hotmail.com" <tonysutton1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tony Sutton tonysutton1@hotmail.com FL
US
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"sembrey@sembrey.net" <sembrey@sembrey.net>

From: "sembrey@sembrey.net" <sembrey@sembrey.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Samantha Embrey sembrey@sembrey.net
US
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"kellyc1065@gmail.com" <kellyc1065@gmail.com>

From: "kellyc1065@gmail.com" <kellyc1065@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelly Chandler Hooper
kellyc1065@gmail.com FL US
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"ktansley56@gmail.com" <ktansley56@gmail.com>

From: "ktansley56@gmail.com" <ktansley56@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kayla Tansley ktansley56@gmail.com US
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"kerri.olson@wi.gov" <kerri.olson@wi.gov>

From: "kerri.olson@wi.gov" <kerri.olson@wi.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kerri Olson kerri.olson@wi.gov US
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"evaldes42@live.com" <evaldes42@live.com>

From: "evaldes42@live.com" <evaldes42@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Emily Valdes evaldes42@live.com US
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"catherinel@wildlifewarriors.org" <catherinel@wildlifewarriors.org>

From: "catherinel@wildlifewarriors.org" <catherinel@wildlifewarriors.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jarrettshelby@hotmail.com" <jarrettshelby@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "curranjulieanna@gmail.com" <curranjulieanna@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ra.davis@cox.net" <ra.davis@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "pamelaolson@comcast.net" <pamelaolson@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "smithsharong@gmail.com" <smithsharong@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:18:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Smith smithsharong@gmail.com US
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"jrthoman1410@gmail.com" <jrthoman1410@gmail.com>

From: "jrthoman1410@gmail.com" <jrthoman1410@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Thoman jrthoman1410@gmail.com
TN US
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"kkgamble@verizon.net" <kkgamble@verizon.net>

From: "kkgamble@verizon.net" <kkgamble@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cynnie.reid@gmail.com" <cynnie.reid@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:18:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "oerlikon@embarqmail.com" <oerlikon@embarqmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:18:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: David Zupan <zupandavid@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:19:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Sir:

As a senior taxpayer, I am strongly opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation
of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. We need to conserve endangered species not
come up with devious methods for allowing trophy hunters to continue their hunting "horror show." Don't
waste our taxpayer dollars on this sham and do all you can to protect threatened species.

David Zupan, Director
Progressive Voices
ph: 541-484-9167
email: zupandavid@gmail.com
www.progressivevoices.org

mailto:zupandavid@gmail.com
http://www.progressivevoices.org/
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"andreastavrou8@gmail.com" <andreastavrou8@gmail.com>

From: "andreastavrou8@gmail.com" <andreastavrou8@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:18:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrea Sravrou andreastavrou8@gmail.com
CY
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bstoets@swtexas.net" <bstoets@swtexas.net>

From: "bstoets@swtexas.net" <bstoets@swtexas.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:18:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"tgibson2356@gmail.com" <tgibson2356@gmail.com>

From: "tgibson2356@gmail.com" <tgibson2356@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:18:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tricia Gibson tgibson2356@gmail.com US
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"amyt2@verizon.net" <amyt2@verizon.net>

From: "amyt2@verizon.net" <amyt2@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:18:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Tefft amyt2@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lberg1960@comcast.net" <lberg1960@comcast.net>

From: "lberg1960@comcast.net" <lberg1960@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:18:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lori Berg lberg1960@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cgarner@oneil.com" <cgarner@oneil.com>

From: "cgarner@oneil.com" <cgarner@oneil.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:18:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "fawnryan@gmail.com" <fawnryan@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:18:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wmw131364@gmail.com" <wmw131364@gmail.com>

From: "wmw131364@gmail.com" <wmw131364@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wanda Warwick wmw131364@gmail.com
US
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"animalhouse10@windstream.net" <animalhouse10@windstream.net>

From: "animalhouse10@windstream.net"
<animalhouse10@windstream.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cheryl Sharp
animalhouse10@windstream.net US
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"bbcfarm@metrocast.net" <bbcfarm@metrocast.net>

From: "bbcfarm@metrocast.net" <bbcfarm@metrocast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:18:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brande Buonfanti bbcfarm@metrocast.net
US
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Cristy Murray <doglady8@gmail.com>

From: Cristy Murray <doglady8@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Trophy Hunting

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Trophy hunting is an abomination and should be forever banned.  It is not sport, it is a past time for sick minds
who get off killing innocent animals.  It is also a means to expedite the extinction of many species.

Cristy Murray
Oregon City, OR
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"gaby@ratconference.com" <gaby@ratconference.com>

From: "gaby@ratconference.com" <gaby@ratconference.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gabriele Schafer gaby@ratconference.com
US
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"cocobrown999@gmail.com" <cocobrown999@gmail.com>

From: "cocobrown999@gmail.com" <cocobrown999@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:18:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Coco Brown cocobrown999@gmail.com US
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"lweeks@spectrumretirement.com" <lweeks@spectrumretirement.com>

From: "lweeks@spectrumretirement.com"
<lweeks@spectrumretirement.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "grant@moorecramer.com" <grant@moorecramer.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:18:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Grant Cramer grant@moorecramer.com US
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"celiabella108@gmail.com" <celiabella108@gmail.com>

From: "celiabella108@gmail.com" <celiabella108@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Celia Bella celiabella108@gmail.com US
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"rflpln@gmail.com" <rflpln@gmail.com>

From: "rflpln@gmail.com" <rflpln@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dhughesnm@gmail.com" <dhughesnm@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dorothy Hughes dhughesnm@gmail.com US
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"jhix11-11@hotmail.com" <jhix11-11@hotmail.com>

From: "jhix11-11@hotmail.com" <jhix11-11@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, james hicks jhix11-11@hotmail.com US
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"kellybonin@comcast.net" <kellybonin@comcast.net>

From: "kellybonin@comcast.net" <kellybonin@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rgillmor@sawyerhs.hayward.wi.us" <rgillmor@sawyerhs.hayward.wi.us>

From: "rgillmor@sawyerhs.hayward.wi.us"
<rgillmor@sawyerhs.hayward.wi.us>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "gmbaney@msn.com" <gmbaney@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gemma Baney gmbaney@msn.com US
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"sorci1934@icloud.com" <sorci1934@icloud.com>

From: "sorci1934@icloud.com" <sorci1934@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Grace Mccabe sorci1934@icloud.com US
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"nmattson33@hotmail.com" <nmattson33@hotmail.com>

From: "nmattson33@hotmail.com" <nmattson33@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Mattson nmattson33@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"floridstanley@msn.com" <floridstanley@msn.com>

From: "floridstanley@msn.com" <floridstanley@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "nls@live.dk" <nls@live.dk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "coombie@gmail.com" <coombie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lichtmat@hartwick.edu" <lichtmat@hartwick.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "josepjoan@comcast.net" <josepjoan@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "channeler@fastmail.com" <channeler@fastmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:16:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mizbrazil@comcast.net" <mizbrazil@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:16:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Priscilla Shade mizbrazil@comcast.net MA
US
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"dmd525@comcast.net" <dmd525@comcast.net>

From: "dmd525@comcast.net" <dmd525@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Diaz dmd525@comcast.net US
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"oldeparse@gmail.com" <oldeparse@gmail.com>

From: "oldeparse@gmail.com" <oldeparse@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "philoctete@mailbug.com" <philoctete@mailbug.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "druud@inreach.com" <druud@inreach.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:17:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Delana Ruud druud@inreach.com US
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"sweetmargo89@gmail.com" <sweetmargo89@gmail.com>

From: "sweetmargo89@gmail.com" <sweetmargo89@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:16:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margo Kirkland sweetmargo89@gmail.com
US
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"gullivereco@comcast.net" <gullivereco@comcast.net>

From: "gullivereco@comcast.net" <gullivereco@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:16:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Whitworth gullivereco@comcast.net OR
US
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"chey8381@gmail.com" <chey8381@gmail.com>

From: "chey8381@gmail.com" <chey8381@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:16:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cheyenne Bueno chey8381@gmail.com US
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"mardiglee@msn.com" <mardiglee@msn.com>

From: "mardiglee@msn.com" <mardiglee@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:15:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mardi Gleason mardiglee@msn.com US
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"rsz3294@gmail.com" <rsz3294@gmail.com>

From: "rsz3294@gmail.com" <rsz3294@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:16:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roger Zuidema rsz3294@gmail.com US
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"lisawatson1331@gmail.com" <lisawatson1331@gmail.com>

From: "lisawatson1331@gmail.com" <lisawatson1331@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:16:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Watson lisawatson1331@gmail.com US
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"spiderdan7@hotmail.com" <spiderdan7@hotmail.com>

From: "spiderdan7@hotmail.com" <spiderdan7@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:16:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dan Dutterer spiderdan7@hotmail.com US
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"jchsmartha@gmail.com" <jchsmartha@gmail.com>

From: "jchsmartha@gmail.com" <jchsmartha@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "shirley@advancedboiler.com" <shirley@advancedboiler.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:15:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "janemherrmann@gmail.com" <janemherrmann@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:16:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "richardstalvey@gmail.com" <richardstalvey@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:16:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Richard Stalvey richardstalvey@gmail.com
US
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"suereynolds1104@gmail.com" <suereynolds1104@gmail.com>

From: "suereynolds1104@gmail.com" <suereynolds1104@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:16:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Suzanne Reynolds
suereynolds1104@gmail.com MI US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rhonda@superterrific.org" <rhonda@superterrific.org>

From: "rhonda@superterrific.org" <rhonda@superterrific.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ms.emelle@gmail.com" <ms.emelle@gmail.com>

From: "ms.emelle@gmail.com" <ms.emelle@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:16:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"pkzampardi@gmail.com" <pkzampardi@gmail.com>

From: "pkzampardi@gmail.com" <pkzampardi@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:15:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"hatlady3@msn.com" <hatlady3@msn.com>

From: "hatlady3@msn.com" <hatlady3@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:16:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Wilkerson hatlady3@msn.com US
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Save our Endangered Species

Marji Peterson <marjipeterson@hotmail.com>

From: Marji Peterson <marjipeterson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:16:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_Winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_Winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Save our Endangered Species
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cabottrell@me.com" <cabottrell@me.com>

From: "cabottrell@me.com" <cabottrell@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:11:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"kfoxtoo@gmail.com" <kfoxtoo@gmail.com>

From: "kfoxtoo@gmail.com" <kfoxtoo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:11:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"gemaleon91@gmail.com" <gemaleon91@gmail.com>

From: "gemaleon91@gmail.com" <gemaleon91@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:11:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gema Leon gemaleon91@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"caren.norvell@gmail.com" <caren.norvell@gmail.com>

From: "caren.norvell@gmail.com" <caren.norvell@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:11:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"anngurtis61@icloud.com" <anngurtis61@icloud.com>

From: "anngurtis61@icloud.com" <anngurtis61@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:11:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Gurtis anngurtis61@icloud.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kpeterson53@charter.net" <kpeterson53@charter.net>

From: "kpeterson53@charter.net" <kpeterson53@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:11:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristen Peterson kpeterson53@charter.net
WI US
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"dmk610@comcast.net" <dmk610@comcast.net>

From: "dmk610@comcast.net" <dmk610@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:11:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Keller dmk610@comcast.net US
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"johneder@verizon.net" <johneder@verizon.net>

From: "johneder@verizon.net" <johneder@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:11:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Eder johneder@verizon.net MA US
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"shrilin99@hotmail.com" <shrilin99@hotmail.com>

From: "shrilin99@hotmail.com" <shrilin99@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:11:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Shriner shrilin99@hotmail.com US
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"brogulski@mi.rr.com" <brogulski@mi.rr.com>

From: "brogulski@mi.rr.com" <brogulski@mi.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Rogulski brogulski@mi.rr.com US
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"nhf1938@gmail.com" <nhf1938@gmail.com>

From: "nhf1938@gmail.com" <nhf1938@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Fullerton nhf1938@gmail.com US
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"janegothold@gmail.com" <janegothold@gmail.com>

From: "janegothold@gmail.com" <janegothold@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ymf@sonic.net" <ymf@sonic.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Yvette Fallandy ymf@sonic.net CA US
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"mshellk3@gmail.com" <mshellk3@gmail.com>

From: "mshellk3@gmail.com" <mshellk3@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Kovarik mshellk3@gmail.com US
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"hystericgarage@hotmail.com" <hystericgarage@hotmail.com>

From: "hystericgarage@hotmail.com" <hystericgarage@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "leaf.faulks@gmail.com" <leaf.faulks@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lynnvivian@comcast.net" <lynnvivian@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "michaelsj@verizon.net" <michaelsj@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"afriedman12@cfl.rr.com" <afriedman12@cfl.rr.com>

From: "afriedman12@cfl.rr.com" <afriedman12@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maureen Carroll afriedman12@cfl.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mymaxyboy@hotmail.com" <mymaxyboy@hotmail.com>

From: "mymaxyboy@hotmail.com" <mymaxyboy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"gabkauffman@comcast.net" <gabkauffman@comcast.net>

From: "gabkauffman@comcast.net" <gabkauffman@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:11:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"danray@me.com" <danray@me.com>

From: "danray@me.com" <danray@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"mandylobrien@gmail.com" <mandylobrien@gmail.com>

From: "mandylobrien@gmail.com" <mandylobrien@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jannguyen@verizon.net" <jannguyen@verizon.net>

From: "jannguyen@verizon.net" <jannguyen@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"drheidimeeke@comcast.net" <drheidimeeke@comcast.net>

From: "drheidimeeke@comcast.net" <drheidimeeke@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"slesposito@optonline.net" <slesposito@optonline.net>

From: "slesposito@optonline.net" <slesposito@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "seaeddy@me.com" <seaeddy@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "geobreyn@gmail.com" <geobreyn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:09:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, George Reynolds geobreyn@gmail.com US
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"sierrarose9808@charter.net" <sierrarose9808@charter.net>

From: "sierrarose9808@charter.net" <sierrarose9808@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:09:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Doreen Hoffman sierrarose9808@charter.net
US
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"grodmccloskey@gmail.com" <grodmccloskey@gmail.com>

From: "grodmccloskey@gmail.com" <grodmccloskey@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:09:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "johnspoole@comcast.net" <johnspoole@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"engineerskot@gmail.com" <engineerskot@gmail.com>

From: "engineerskot@gmail.com" <engineerskot@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:09:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "brian@briankmiller.com" <brian@briankmiller.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brian Miller brian@briankmiller.com US
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"pprelich48@hotmail.com" <pprelich48@hotmail.com>

From: "pprelich48@hotmail.com" <pprelich48@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:09:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Penny Prelich pprelich48@hotmail.com US
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"trinka@zweiglaw.com" <trinka@zweiglaw.com>

From: "trinka@zweiglaw.com" <trinka@zweiglaw.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:09:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Trinka Zweig trinka@zweiglaw.com US
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"merlyn64.gs@gmail.com" <merlyn64.gs@gmail.com>

From: "merlyn64.gs@gmail.com" <merlyn64.gs@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:10:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gay Salter merlyn64.gs@gmail.com TN US
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"ghawk24@gmail.com" <ghawk24@gmail.com>

From: "ghawk24@gmail.com" <ghawk24@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:08:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janice Greenberg ghawk24@gmail.com US
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"lcthegr8@rochester.rr.com" <lcthegr8@rochester.rr.com>

From: "lcthegr8@rochester.rr.com" <lcthegr8@rochester.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:08:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, lorraine cecere lcthegr8@rochester.rr.com
US
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"jfeditto@gmail.com" <jfeditto@gmail.com>

From: "jfeditto@gmail.com" <jfeditto@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:08:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeff Osborn jfeditto@gmail.com US
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"ciarajc2@gmail.com" <ciarajc2@gmail.com>

From: "ciarajc2@gmail.com" <ciarajc2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:08:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ciara Coleman ciarajc2@gmail.com US
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"andyniko@verizon.net" <andyniko@verizon.net>

From: "andyniko@verizon.net" <andyniko@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:07:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"pborras1@hotmail.com" <pborras1@hotmail.com>

From: "pborras1@hotmail.com" <pborras1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:08:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Daisy Harry pborras1@hotmail.com CO US
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"tlhamman17@gmail.com" <tlhamman17@gmail.com>

From: "tlhamman17@gmail.com" <tlhamman17@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:07:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tammy Hamman tlhamman17@gmail.com
US
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"elizabethb945@gmail.com" <elizabethb945@gmail.com>

From: "elizabethb945@gmail.com" <elizabethb945@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:07:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth B elizabethb945@gmail.com CO
US
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"djma@alum.mit.edu" <djma@alum.mit.edu>

From: "djma@alum.mit.edu" <djma@alum.mit.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:08:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Duane J. Matthiesen djma@alum.mit.edu US
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"zero7fox5buroz@gmail.com" <zero7fox5buroz@gmail.com>

From: "zero7fox5buroz@gmail.com" <zero7fox5buroz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:08:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Kreger zero7fox5buroz@gmail.com
US
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"mario7771@comcast.net" <mario7771@comcast.net>

From: "mario7771@comcast.net" <mario7771@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:09:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patrick McVay mario7771@comcast.net US
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"jcd907@gmail.com" <jcd907@gmail.com>

From: "jcd907@gmail.com" <jcd907@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:09:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Drews jcd907@gmail.com US
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"lynnmconrad@gmail.com" <lynnmconrad@gmail.com>

From: "lynnmconrad@gmail.com" <lynnmconrad@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:08:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ppearso@gmail.com" <ppearso@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:08:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "effyjewels@gmail.com" <effyjewels@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:08:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pat Baldride effyjewels@gmail.com US
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"beccadavis969@gmail.com" <beccadavis969@gmail.com>

From: "beccadavis969@gmail.com" <beccadavis969@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:08:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Davis beccadavis969@gmail.com
US
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"scubadiverjerry@gmail.com" <scubadiverjerry@gmail.com>

From: "scubadiverjerry@gmail.com" <scubadiverjerry@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:07:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "milla@greenwavereality.com" <milla@greenwavereality.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:09:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "zetaclaw@q.com" <zetaclaw@q.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:09:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "pata@chartermi.net" <pata@chartermi.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:07:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tamarajwright@gmail.com" <tamarajwright@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:08:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tamara Addis tamarajwright@gmail.com US
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Julie Spilker <jspilker42@gmail.com>

From: Julie Spilker <jspilker42@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:09:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Please ban trophy hunting!!

Dear Mr. Winchell,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an
even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science
is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and
endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form
a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly
industry.

Thanks for listening.
Sincerely,
Julia Spilker
Canby, Oregon
jspilker42@gmail.com

mailto:jspilker42@gmail.com
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"mothermorales@gmail.com" <mothermorales@gmail.com>

From: "mothermorales@gmail.com" <mothermorales@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:08:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



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

From: "floppybucks@gmail.com" <floppybucks@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:07:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Bucks floppybucks@gmail.com US
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"dluecke92@ameritech.net" <dluecke92@ameritech.net>

From: "dluecke92@ameritech.net" <dluecke92@ameritech.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:07:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Drew Niederluecke
dluecke92@ameritech.net US
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"smrapacz@hotmail.com" <smrapacz@hotmail.com>

From: "smrapacz@hotmail.com" <smrapacz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:07:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "celestialstargazor@gmail.com" <celestialstargazor@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:07:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stella Partin celestialstargazor@gmail.com
US
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"fran80920@hotmail.com" <fran80920@hotmail.com>

From: "fran80920@hotmail.com" <fran80920@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:07:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Fran Amos fran80920@hotmail.com US
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"wrightt@gleneddy.com" <wrightt@gleneddy.com>

From: "wrightt@gleneddy.com" <wrightt@gleneddy.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:07:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Theodore P Wright Jr wrightt@gleneddy.com
US
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"mickey2down@gmail.com" <mickey2down@gmail.com>

From: "mickey2down@gmail.com" <mickey2down@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:07:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Leduc mickey2down@gmail.com US
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"houffelaar@icloud.com" <houffelaar@icloud.com>

From: "houffelaar@icloud.com" <houffelaar@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:06:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "james.pink@unlv.edu" <james.pink@unlv.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:06:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Pink james.pink@unlv.edu US
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"kingbettyann7@gmail.com" <kingbettyann7@gmail.com>

From: "kingbettyann7@gmail.com" <kingbettyann7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:07:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betty King kingbettyann7@gmail.com US
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"jing.dan@live.com" <jing.dan@live.com>

From: "jing.dan@live.com" <jing.dan@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:06:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

Jennifer Sofinowski <shaw4air@gmail.com>

From: Jennifer Sofinowski <shaw4air@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:07:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Please stop promoting trophy hunting

Joshua-

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank You
Jennifer Sofinowski
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"doreecarr65@gmail.com" <doreecarr65@gmail.com>

From: "doreecarr65@gmail.com" <doreecarr65@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:06:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Doree Carpenter doreecarr65@gmail.com
US
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"hollyrennhack@gmail.com" <hollyrennhack@gmail.com>

From: "hollyrennhack@gmail.com" <hollyrennhack@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:06:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "painting@crocker.com" <painting@crocker.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:06:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Phil Schuster painting@crocker.com US
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"alans8@prodigy.net" <alans8@prodigy.net>

From: "alans8@prodigy.net" <alans8@prodigy.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:06:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alan Schwartz alans8@prodigy.net US
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"smpeters11@centurylink.net" <smpeters11@centurylink.net>

From: "smpeters11@centurylink.net" <smpeters11@centurylink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:06:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melissa Peterson
smpeters11@centurylink.net CO US
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"puzzle15@outlook.com" <puzzle15@outlook.com>

From: "puzzle15@outlook.com" <puzzle15@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:06:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims! Sincerely, T. Sommers puzzle15@outlook.com OK US
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"lynnecpeck@gmail.com" <lynnecpeck@gmail.com>

From: "lynnecpeck@gmail.com" <lynnecpeck@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:06:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynne Peck lynnecpeck@gmail.com US
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<ginnyrose22@comcast.net>

From: <ginnyrose22@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:06:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: trophy hunters

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
Sincerely
Ginny Rosenkranz
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"iffypie@gmail.com" <iffypie@gmail.com>

From: "iffypie@gmail.com" <iffypie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ritag@dldlawyers.com" <ritag@dldlawyers.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:05:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "romi.stepovich@gmail.com" <romi.stepovich@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:05:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "vedagundanna@gmail.com" <vedagundanna@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:05:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tmv_catlover@hotmail.com" <tmv_catlover@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:05:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jimy@tvsurveys.com" <jimy@tvsurveys.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:05:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). This
council needs some extreme modifications before it goes into effect. As proposed, the council
would actually promote trophy hunting of species that are threatened or endangered, or in some
way imperiled. This would happen at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve
wildlife populations and benefit their surrounding communities. The Department of the Interior is
making the incredibly erroneous assumption that trophy hunting has conservation benefits -
which it does not. They are just protecting rich people's hobbies that harm wildlife populations. If
hunting is promoted by the government, it should be based on scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not the hunting industry. The U.S. is already importing thousands of
trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing
for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the
global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of
Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly
promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to: • Focus on a holistic,
sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal
welfare groups of all sizes have seats on the council. As written, only a fraction of the council
seats will be wildlife focused • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. • Eliminate
the council’s current directives to “streamline” trophy permitting and consultation processes, and
seek out “regulatory duplication” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. I urge DOI
to make these changes so the council actually does what its name implies for international
wildlife conservation. Sincerely, Jimy Tallal jimy@tvsurveys.com US
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"tiger777@flash.net" <tiger777@flash.net>

From: "tiger777@flash.net" <tiger777@flash.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alex Berest tiger777@flash.net US
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"jeanvaudo@gmail.com" <jeanvaudo@gmail.com>

From: "jeanvaudo@gmail.com" <jeanvaudo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:05:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jean Vaudo jeanvaudo@gmail.com US
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"herblow007@verizon.net" <herblow007@verizon.net>

From: "herblow007@verizon.net" <herblow007@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:05:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Herb Lowrance herblow007@verizon.net US
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"markepstein@me.com" <markepstein@me.com>

From: "markepstein@me.com" <markepstein@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:05:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rsherm@optonline.net" <rsherm@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:05:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"vlynnhenry@msn.com" <vlynnhenry@msn.com>

From: "vlynnhenry@msn.com" <vlynnhenry@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:06:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

ana kerpan <ana.kerpan@gmail.com>

From: ana kerpan <ana.kerpan@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:05:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Trophy Hunting

Hi Joshua,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you for your consideration,

 Ana Kerpan
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jbk@ppvlaw.com" <jbk@ppvlaw.com>

From: "jbk@ppvlaw.com" <jbk@ppvlaw.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:05:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"andersen_lisbeth@hotmail.dk" <andersen_lisbeth@hotmail.dk>

From: "andersen_lisbeth@hotmail.dk" <andersen_lisbeth@hotmail.dk>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:04:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"erin.dalessandro@gmail.com" <erin.dalessandro@gmail.com>

From: "erin.dalessandro@gmail.com" <erin.dalessandro@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:04:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"guykosmin192@hotmail.com" <guykosmin192@hotmail.com>

From: "guykosmin192@hotmail.com" <guykosmin192@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:04:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Guy Kosmin guykosmin192@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kathleen.trybus@uvm.edu" <kathleen.trybus@uvm.edu>

From: "kathleen.trybus@uvm.edu" <kathleen.trybus@uvm.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:04:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

Nora Mattek <nora.mattek@gmail.com>

From: Nora Mattek <nora.mattek@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:04:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Stop elephant trophy imports!

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Best,
Nora Polk
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"billywhorton@gmail.com" <billywhorton@gmail.com>

From: "billywhorton@gmail.com" <billywhorton@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:04:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"shoshona@verizon.net" <shoshona@verizon.net>

From: "shoshona@verizon.net" <shoshona@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"harrirs@gmail.com" <harrirs@gmail.com>

From: "harrirs@gmail.com" <harrirs@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lynncatlee@gmail.com" <lynncatlee@gmail.com>

From: "lynncatlee@gmail.com" <lynncatlee@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"achen328@hotmail.com" <achen328@hotmail.com>

From: "achen328@hotmail.com" <achen328@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:04:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alicia Chen achen328@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"laura.walker7@outlook.com" <laura.walker7@outlook.com>

From: "laura.walker7@outlook.com" <laura.walker7@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Walker laura.walker7@outlook.com US
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"ann.edelberg@nbcuni.com" <ann.edelberg@nbcuni.com>

From: "ann.edelberg@nbcuni.com" <ann.edelberg@nbcuni.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Edelberg ann.edelberg@nbcuni.com US
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"elisehstudio1@mac.com" <elisehstudio1@mac.com>

From: "elisehstudio1@mac.com" <elisehstudio1@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:04:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elise Helfer elisehstudio1@mac.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"roxysgarden@gmail.com" <roxysgarden@gmail.com>

From: "roxysgarden@gmail.com" <roxysgarden@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roxanne Boyle roxysgarden@gmail.com CA
US
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"pinkpearl2910@gmail.com" <pinkpearl2910@gmail.com>

From: "pinkpearl2910@gmail.com" <pinkpearl2910@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Arlene Castrenze pinkpearl2910@gmail.com
FL US
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"pearlmanm16@gmail.com" <pearlmanm16@gmail.com>

From: "pearlmanm16@gmail.com" <pearlmanm16@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Megan Pearlman pearlmanm16@gmail.com
NJ US
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"prhill9@hotmail.com" <prhill9@hotmail.com>

From: "prhill9@hotmail.com" <prhill9@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, paul hill prhill9@hotmail.com US
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"mawmak@astound.net" <mawmak@astound.net>

From: "mawmak@astound.net" <mawmak@astound.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "aperq@allstate.com" <aperq@allstate.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrea Perry aperq@allstate.com US
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"clh32566@gmail.com" <clh32566@gmail.com>

From: "clh32566@gmail.com" <clh32566@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Hancock clh32566@gmail.com US
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"noconnor@abbotthouse.net" <noconnor@abbotthouse.net>

From: "noconnor@abbotthouse.net" <noconnor@abbotthouse.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: Carol Garner <cgarner@oneil.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Cameras not guns

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Lets save what is left
not make a profit of it.

 
Sincerely,

Carol Garner

Lead Technical Writer

 

O'NEIL & ASSOCIATES, INC.

C/O NACCO MHG

Tech. Pubs.

4000 NE Blue Lake Rd.

Fairview, Oregon 97024-8710

 

Phone: (503) 721-6000 ext. [6118]

Fax: (503) 721-1382

E-mail: [cgarner@oneil.com]

 
www.WelcomeToONeil.com

 

www.YouTube.com/user/ONeilAndAssociates

REVOLUTIONIZING DOCUMENTATION >>> POWERING PRODUCT SUPPORT

 

**********************************************************************
Confidentiality Notice
The information contained in this e-mail is confidential and intended for use only by the
person(s) or organization listed in the address. If you have received this communication in error,
please contact the sender at O'Neil & Associates, Inc., immediately. Any copying,
dissemination, or distribution of this communication, other than by the intended recipient, is
strictly prohibited.
**********************************************************************

http://www.oneil.com/
http://www.welcometooneil.com/
http://www.youtube.com/user/ONeilAndAssociates
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"lonshort@hotmail.com" <lonshort@hotmail.com>

From: "lonshort@hotmail.com" <lonshort@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jraegibson@charter.net" <jraegibson@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ginnyvonh@comcast.net" <ginnyvonh@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:02:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "vjrusch@acmenet.net" <vjrusch@acmenet.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Please Make key changes to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vincent Rusch vjrusch@acmenet.net US
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"amaof2@icloud.com" <amaof2@icloud.com>

From: "amaof2@icloud.com" <amaof2@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, B Gertzfield amaof2@icloud.com IL US
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"mrose@debevoise.com" <mrose@debevoise.com>

From: "mrose@debevoise.com" <mrose@debevoise.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "siddarth.mitroo@gmail.com" <siddarth.mitroo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bethsipos@gmail.com" <bethsipos@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Sipos bethsipos@gmail.com US
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"sfh8@hotmail.com" <sfh8@hotmail.com>

From: "sfh8@hotmail.com" <sfh8@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephan Hemrick sfh8@hotmail.com US
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"rbk@rockisland.com" <rbk@rockisland.com>

From: "rbk@rockisland.com" <rbk@rockisland.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "lemonhans@hotmail.com" <lemonhans@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "sallyj@bluelapislight.org" <sallyj@bluelapislight.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:02:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sally Jacques sallyj@bluelapislight.org US
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"keith.campbell27@verizon.net" <keith.campbell27@verizon.net>

From: "keith.campbell27@verizon.net" <keith.campbell27@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Keith Campbell
keith.campbell27@verizon.net US
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"limbocat@optonline.net" <limbocat@optonline.net>

From: "limbocat@optonline.net" <limbocat@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:02:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "steviezim@gmail.com" <steviezim@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: John Vernon Peterson <john.vernon.peterson@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:03:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Wildlife

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife 
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of 
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of 
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a 
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Best regards, John
John Vernon Peterson
john.vernon.peterson@gmail.com 
 

DISCLAIMER:  This E-MAIL and any files transmitted with it contains 
privileged and confidential information and are intended solely for the use 
of the individual or entity to which they are addressed.  If you are not 
the intended recipient or the person responsible for delivering the E-MAIL 
to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination 
or copying of this E-MAIL or any of its attachment(s) is strictly 
prohibited.  If you have received this E-MAIL in error, please immediately 
notify John Vernon Peterson by E-MAIL at john.vernon.peterson@gmail.com and 
permanently delete the original E-MAIL and attachments(s) from your 
computer system.  Thank you in advance for your cooperation.  

mailto:john.vernon.peterson@gmail.com
mailto:john.vernon.peterson@gmail.com
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"dancingsam@optonline.net" <dancingsam@optonline.net>

From: "dancingsam@optonline.net" <dancingsam@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:02:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "tim.raymond@cityofrochester.gov" 
<tim.raymond@cityofrochester.gov>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:02:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "turtlespopart@comcast.net" <turtlespopart@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:02:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark Bailey turtlespopart@comcast.net US
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"purn310@hotmail.com" <purn310@hotmail.com>

From: "purn310@hotmail.com" <purn310@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:02:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Thomas Purnell purn310@hotmail.com US
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"ian@bionizer.com" <ian@bionizer.com>

From: "ian@bionizer.com" <ian@bionizer.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:02:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ian Jones ian@bionizer.com US
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"judydean53@gmail.com" <judydean53@gmail.com>

From: "judydean53@gmail.com" <judydean53@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:02:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Dean judydean53@gmail.com US
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"jmcgee256@comcast.net" <jmcgee256@comcast.net>

From: "jmcgee256@comcast.net" <jmcgee256@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:01:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jan Mcgee jmcgee256@comcast.net VA US
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Sally Jacques <sallyj@bluelapislight.org>

From: Sally Jacques <sallyj@bluelapislight.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:02:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Elephant Trophies

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife 
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of 
government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of 
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a 
Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
 

Just truly shameful that this is happening.
Respectfully
Sally Jacques
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"jeeprox9@gmail.com" <jeeprox9@gmail.com>

From: "jeeprox9@gmail.com" <jeeprox9@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:01:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rick Easton jeeprox9@gmail.com AZ US
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"bolanosmay@gmail.com" <bolanosmay@gmail.com>

From: "bolanosmay@gmail.com" <bolanosmay@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:02:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "mi.glo@frontier.com" <mi.glo@frontier.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:01:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "cathy.moore@frontier.com" <cathy.moore@frontier.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:01:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "nightandaylb@gmail.com" <nightandaylb@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:01:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "heartbarm@gmail.com" <heartbarm@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:01:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paul Mitchell heartbarm@gmail.com US
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"michelle.rodgers66@gmail.com" <michelle.rodgers66@gmail.com>

From: "michelle.rodgers66@gmail.com" 
<michelle.rodgers66@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:01:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Rodgers
michelle.rodgers66@gmail.com US
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"cjfaltin@cox.net" <cjfaltin@cox.net>

From: "cjfaltin@cox.net" <cjfaltin@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:01:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "n.c.carey@comcast.net" <n.c.carey@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:02:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Naomi Carey n.c.carey@comcast.net US
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"ma114@comcast.net" <ma114@comcast.net>

From: "ma114@comcast.net" <ma114@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:01:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maryann Arrichiello ma114@comcast.net GA 
US
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"redapes@gmail.com" <redapes@gmail.com>

From: "redapes@gmail.com" <redapes@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:02:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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



Conversation Contents
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"gesine.lohr@gmail.com" <gesine.lohr@gmail.com>

From: "gesine.lohr@gmail.com" <gesine.lohr@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"theirwin@twcny.rr.com" <theirwin@twcny.rr.com>

From: "theirwin@twcny.rr.com" <theirwin@twcny.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:00:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "juliana.bognar@gmail.com" <juliana.bognar@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:00:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Juliana Bognar juliana.bognar@gmail.com
US
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"sherryo8@msn.com" <sherryo8@msn.com>

From: "sherryo8@msn.com" <sherryo8@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:00:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sherry Ochoa-Rounkles sherryo8@msn.com
US
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"kendraroberts@me.com" <kendraroberts@me.com>

From: "kendraroberts@me.com" <kendraroberts@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:01:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "mrpanashe@gmail.com" <mrpanashe@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:00:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "mindyhollywood@comcast.net" <mindyhollywood@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:00:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "aimiehalo@gmail.com" <aimiehalo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:00:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "corrigan@cmll.msstate.edu" <corrigan@cmll.msstate.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:00:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, PETER L. CORRIGAN
corrigan@cmll.msstate.edu US
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"sbrandes1@cox.net" <sbrandes1@cox.net>

From: "sbrandes1@cox.net" <sbrandes1@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:00:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, susan brandes sbrandes1@cox.net US
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"tabbykat728@q.com" <tabbykat728@q.com>

From: "tabbykat728@q.com" <tabbykat728@q.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:00:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, raleigh koritz tabbykat728@q.com MN US
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"mariesica003@comcast.net" <mariesica003@comcast.net>

From: "mariesica003@comcast.net" <mariesica003@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:00:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Sica mariesica003@comcast.net US
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"salamance94@gmail.com" <salamance94@gmail.com>

From: "salamance94@gmail.com" <salamance94@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:59:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christian Claudio salamance94@gmail.com
NV US
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"maureendg@comcast.net" <maureendg@comcast.net>

From: "maureendg@comcast.net" <maureendg@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:00:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "jstrommen@wi.rr.com" <jstrommen@wi.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:59:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "j.c.doherty@cox.net" <j.c.doherty@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:58:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "animesam@comcast.net" <animesam@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:59:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "jessica.dsoto@gmail.com" <jessica.dsoto@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:58:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "krloethen@gmail.com" <krloethen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:00:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "mprffd@gmail.com" <mprffd@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:00:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "simone_kauri@hotmail.com" <simone_kauri@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:59:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"fantonac11@verizon.net" <fantonac11@verizon.net>

From: "fantonac11@verizon.net" <fantonac11@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:00:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terry Antonacci fantonac11@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ldmadison@centurylink.net" <ldmadison@centurylink.net>

From: "ldmadison@centurylink.net" <ldmadison@centurylink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:00:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"347marina@gmail.com" <347marina@gmail.com>

From: "347marina@gmail.com" <347marina@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:58:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marina Powdermaker 347marina@gmail.com  
NH US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gariontitus@hotmail.com" <gariontitus@hotmail.com>

From: "gariontitus@hotmail.com" <gariontitus@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:00:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

"margiedollahan@icloud.com" <margiedollahan@icloud.com>

From: "margiedollahan@icloud.com" <margiedollahan@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:59:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

From: "travelingmania@comcast.net" <travelingmania@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:59:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Plantz travelingmania@comcast.net  
US
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"beristianos13@gmail.com" <beristianos13@gmail.com>

From: "beristianos13@gmail.com" <beristianos13@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:59:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I 
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced 
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my 
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are 
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly 
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By 
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy 
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a 
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm 
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by 
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by 
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely 
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from 
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An 
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of 
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t 
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international 
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s 
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to 
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and 
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction 
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo 
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving 
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the 
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” 
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to 
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to 
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Beristianos
beristianos13@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"Knappginny@yshoo.com" <Knappginny@yshoo.com>

From: "Knappginny@yshoo.com" <Knappginny@yshoo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:59:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

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

CORRI GOTTESMAN <CORRIGOTT@msn.com>

From: CORRI GOTTESMAN <CORRIGOTT@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 15:00:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
CC: CORRI GOTTESMAN <corrigott@msn.com>

Subject: COMMENT FROM CITIZEN @ INTERNATIONAL WILDLIFE 
CONSERVATION CNCIL.
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jillcleveland@charter.net" <jillcleveland@charter.net>

From: "jillcleveland@charter.net" <jillcleveland@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:58:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jill Cleveland jillcleveland@charter.net WI US
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"lscala3839@gmail.com" <lscala3839@gmail.com>

From: "lscala3839@gmail.com" <lscala3839@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:58:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Scala lscala3839@gmail.com US
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"kayaker2wa@gmail.com" <kayaker2wa@gmail.com>

From: "kayaker2wa@gmail.com" <kayaker2wa@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:58:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, sandra jackson kayaker2wa@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"mdbriggs9@msn.com" <mdbriggs9@msn.com>

From: "mdbriggs9@msn.com" <mdbriggs9@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:58:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marla Briggs mdbriggs9@msn.com US
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"bcschnauzers@gmail.com" <bcschnauzers@gmail.com>

From: "bcschnauzers@gmail.com" <bcschnauzers@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:58:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "hallsoflititz@dejazzd.com" <hallsoflititz@dejazzd.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:58:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "pathfindercbg@hotmail.com" <pathfindercbg@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:58:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"femalebelugawhale@gmail.com" <femalebelugawhale@gmail.com>

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

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:58:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Henry Schmutz
femalebelugawhale@gmail.com US
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"deborah3434@gmail.com" <deborah3434@gmail.com>

From: "deborah3434@gmail.com" <deborah3434@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:58:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Burr deborah3434@gmail.com US
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"dottiveresh@mail.com" <dottiveresh@mail.com>

From: "dottiveresh@mail.com" <dottiveresh@mail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:57:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dorothy Veresh dottiveresh@mail.com US
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"rpkane1@gmail.com" <rpkane1@gmail.com>

From: "rpkane1@gmail.com" <rpkane1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:57:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Kane rpkane1@gmail.com IL US
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"kleamor@gmail.com" <kleamor@gmail.com>

From: "kleamor@gmail.com" <kleamor@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:57:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bbmcgill@comcast-spectacor.com" <bbmcgill@comcast-
spectacor.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:58:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betsy McGill bbmcgill@comcast-
spectacor.com US
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"jennleigh1980@gmail.com" <jennleigh1980@gmail.com>

From: "jennleigh1980@gmail.com" <jennleigh1980@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:57:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Lee jennleigh1980@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"eetherington@newsystemlaundry.com"
<eetherington@newsystemlaundry.com>

From: "eetherington@newsystemlaundry.com"
<eetherington@newsystemlaundry.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:57:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lisanathan@hotmail.com" <lisanathan@hotmail.com>

From: "lisanathan@hotmail.com" <lisanathan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:57:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"bethslikas@gmail.com" <bethslikas@gmail.com>

From: "bethslikas@gmail.com" <bethslikas@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:56:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"tim.morse@zodiacaerospace.com" <tim.morse@zodiacaerospace.com>

From: "tim.morse@zodiacaerospace.com"
<tim.morse@zodiacaerospace.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:56:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"rschles25@gmail.com" <rschles25@gmail.com>

From: "rschles25@gmail.com" <rschles25@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:56:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rosemary Schlesinger rschles25@gmail.com
NV US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"chateau-65@tampabay.rr.com" <chateau-65@tampabay.rr.com>

From: "chateau-65@tampabay.rr.com" <chateau-65@tampabay.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:56:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "llidral@verizon.net" <llidral@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:56:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tomwalas@msn.com" <tomwalas@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:57:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tom Walas tomwalas@msn.com US
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"valkyr1097@nyc.rr.com" <valkyr1097@nyc.rr.com>

From: "valkyr1097@nyc.rr.com" <valkyr1097@nyc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:57:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeannette Remak valkyr1097@nyc.rr.com
US
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"nylabiss25@gmail.com" <nylabiss25@gmail.com>

From: "nylabiss25@gmail.com" <nylabiss25@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:57:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nyla Bissram nylabiss25@gmail.com US
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"kwilczyk@briggs.com" <kwilczyk@briggs.com>

From: "kwilczyk@briggs.com" <kwilczyk@briggs.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:57:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mikaylaantonyo@gmail.com" <mikaylaantonyo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:56:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "stacyyawn@comcast.net" <stacyyawn@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:56:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"paulr1941@mediacombb.net" <paulr1941@mediacombb.net>

From: "paulr1941@mediacombb.net" <paulr1941@mediacombb.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:56:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paul Richardson
paulr1941@mediacombb.net US



Conversation Contents
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"reneeathay@mac.com" <reneeathay@mac.com>

From: "reneeathay@mac.com" <reneeathay@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:56:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "vcvega@cpp.edu" <vcvega@cpp.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:56:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



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

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Kossman kossrez@gmail.com US
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"hads1967@gmail.com" <hads1967@gmail.com>

From: "hads1967@gmail.com" <hads1967@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:56:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paige Scott hads1967@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cayleigh64@icloud.com" <cayleigh64@icloud.com>

From: "cayleigh64@icloud.com" <cayleigh64@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:55:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cathy Moran cayleigh64@icloud.com US
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"jpassty@alamo.edu" <jpassty@alamo.edu>

From: "jpassty@alamo.edu" <jpassty@alamo.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:56:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "pennywhistle@comcast.net" <pennywhistle@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:55:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, daniel fousek pennywhistle@comcast.net US
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"chile96@hotmail.com" <chile96@hotmail.com>

From: "chile96@hotmail.com" <chile96@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:55:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Louise Gross chile96@hotmail.com US
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"faye.dvorchak@gmail.com" <faye.dvorchak@gmail.com>

From: "faye.dvorchak@gmail.com" <faye.dvorchak@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:55:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "juanita.f@gmail.com" <juanita.f@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Juanita Fournier juanita.f@gmail.com US
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"katster572@gmail.com" <katster572@gmail.com>

From: "katster572@gmail.com" <katster572@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:56:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathryn Pichon katster572@gmail.com FL
US
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"sheen.bobby@gmail.com" <sheen.bobby@gmail.com>

From: "sheen.bobby@gmail.com" <sheen.bobby@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:56:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "suetarbouche@att.net" <suetarbouche@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:54:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "maherjm@hotmail.com" <maherjm@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:55:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bke@berkeley.edu" <bke@berkeley.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:55:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "chmoloney@hotmail.com" <chmoloney@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:55:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ziblick@hotmail.com" <ziblick@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:55:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dellarichter@hotmail.com" <dellarichter@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:55:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "nssivulich@hotmail.com" <nssivulich@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:55:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicole Sivulich nssivulich@hotmail.com US
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"hanson5006@gmail.com" <hanson5006@gmail.com>

From: "hanson5006@gmail.com" <hanson5006@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:54:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Hanson hanson5006@gmail.com US
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"donna@donnamarino.com" <donna@donnamarino.com>

From: "donna@donnamarino.com" <donna@donnamarino.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:54:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, donna marino donna@donnamarino.com US
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"slashnguns24@gmail.com" <slashnguns24@gmail.com>

From: "slashnguns24@gmail.com" <slashnguns24@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:55:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Allison Challender slashnguns24@gmail.com
MI US
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"jennine1011@gmail.com" <jennine1011@gmail.com>

From: "jennine1011@gmail.com" <jennine1011@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:54:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennine Latorre jennine1011@gmail.com US
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"johntklacik@gmail.com" <johntklacik@gmail.com>

From: "johntklacik@gmail.com" <johntklacik@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:55:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mstoak@mwn.com" <mstoak@mwn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:54:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "eco.offices@gmail.com" <eco.offices@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:54:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"llap2505@gmail.com" <llap2505@gmail.com>

From: "llap2505@gmail.com" <llap2505@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:54:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lois Lapidus llap2505@gmail.com US
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"crazikc@hotmail.com" <crazikc@hotmail.com>

From: "crazikc@hotmail.com" <crazikc@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:54:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cassie Reyes crazikc@hotmail.com US
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"kellyrussell29@hotmail.com" <kellyrussell29@hotmail.com>

From: "kellyrussell29@hotmail.com" <kellyrussell29@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:54:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelly Schwartz kellyrussell29@hotmail.com
US
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"neon-girl@comcast.net" <neon-girl@comcast.net>

From: "neon-girl@comcast.net" <neon-girl@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:55:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Emily Eastlyn neon-girl@comcast.net US
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"jfields2202@gmail.com" <jfields2202@gmail.com>

From: "jfields2202@gmail.com" <jfields2202@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:54:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Josh Fields jfields2202@gmail.com CT US
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"amarone3@gmail.com" <amarone3@gmail.com>

From: "amarone3@gmail.com" <amarone3@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:54:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betty Abadia amarone3@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lindamunoz90@gmail.com" <lindamunoz90@gmail.com>

From: "lindamunoz90@gmail.com" <lindamunoz90@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:54:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Munoz lindamunoz90@gmail.com US
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"dorothy@pkdkamins.com" <dorothy@pkdkamins.com>

From: "dorothy@pkdkamins.com" <dorothy@pkdkamins.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:54:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"johnlamb46@gmail.com" <johnlamb46@gmail.com>

From: "johnlamb46@gmail.com" <johnlamb46@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:53:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Lamb johnlamb46@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cassandrahermanson@gmail.com" <cassandrahermanson@gmail.com>

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

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:54:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "y.jue@comcast.net" <y.jue@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:53:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ajamesriverpoet@gmail.com" <ajamesriverpoet@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:53:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rommeldog@dejazzd.com" <rommeldog@dejazzd.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:53:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristine Collinson rommeldog@dejazzd.com
US
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"6mgc99@gmail.com" <6mgc99@gmail.com>

From: "6mgc99@gmail.com" <6mgc99@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:53:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Merzey R 6mgc99@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mbmcgeary@hotmail.com" <mbmcgeary@hotmail.com>

From: "mbmcgeary@hotmail.com" <mbmcgeary@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:53:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jdkwww@hotmail.com" <jdkwww@hotmail.com>

From: "jdkwww@hotmail.com" <jdkwww@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:53:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joe Weis jdkwww@hotmail.com US
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"sueb2707@gmail.com" <sueb2707@gmail.com>

From: "sueb2707@gmail.com" <sueb2707@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:53:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Bateman sueb2707@gmail.com US
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"rjhandai@gmail.com" <rjhandai@gmail.com>

From: "rjhandai@gmail.com" <rjhandai@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:53:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"spyda2@frontier.com" <spyda2@frontier.com>

From: "spyda2@frontier.com" <spyda2@frontier.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:52:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Casey spyda2@frontier.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"abgreen@aaacarolinas.com" <abgreen@aaacarolinas.com>

From: "abgreen@aaacarolinas.com" <abgreen@aaacarolinas.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tescherm@jps.net" <tescherm@jps.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:52:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Tescher tescherm@jps.net US
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"allye70@hotmail.com" <allye70@hotmail.com>

From: "allye70@hotmail.com" <allye70@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Allison Evans allye70@hotmail.com US
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"nbykovabv@gmail.com" <nbykovabv@gmail.com>

From: "nbykovabv@gmail.com" <nbykovabv@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "michael.kriel@state.mn.us" <michael.kriel@state.mn.us>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:52:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Kriel michael.kriel@state.mn.us US
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"scedwards24@gmail.com" <scedwards24@gmail.com>

From: "scedwards24@gmail.com" <scedwards24@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:53:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephanie Edwards
scedwards24@gmail.com US
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"shellese.cannonier@gmail.com" <shellese.cannonier@gmail.com>

From: "shellese.cannonier@gmail.com"
<shellese.cannonier@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "benjaminpm@comcast.net" <benjaminpm@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:52:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pam Benjamin benjaminpm@comcast.net
US
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"cmcewen2@tampabay.rr.com" <cmcewen2@tampabay.rr.com>

From: "cmcewen2@tampabay.rr.com" <cmcewen2@tampabay.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy McEwen cmcewen2@tampabay.rr.com
US
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"jbcoughlin@gmail.com" <jbcoughlin@gmail.com>

From: "jbcoughlin@gmail.com" <jbcoughlin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:52:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"satoohey@msn.com" <satoohey@msn.com>

From: "satoohey@msn.com" <satoohey@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:52:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "laura.hoeppner@gmail.com" <laura.hoeppner@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "stephanie.ortyl@gmail.com" <stephanie.ortyl@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:52:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
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"luvmydogs2007@hotmail.com" <luvmydogs2007@hotmail.com>

From: "luvmydogs2007@hotmail.com" <luvmydogs2007@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:52:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, lucy taylor luvmydogs2007@hotmail.com US
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"foolsrushn@outlook.com" <foolsrushn@outlook.com>

From: "foolsrushn@outlook.com" <foolsrushn@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:52:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "janice@seattlejobs.org" <janice@seattlejobs.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:52:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "barfu@frontier.com" <barfu@frontier.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:52:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "artistliveshere@gmail.com" <artistliveshere@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:52:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pauline Burak artistliveshere@gmail.com US
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"jpott89@msn.com" <jpott89@msn.com>

From: "jpott89@msn.com" <jpott89@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:52:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jordan Potter jpott89@msn.com US
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"team4million@bellsouth.net" <team4million@bellsouth.net>

From: "team4million@bellsouth.net" <team4million@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lorraine Million team4million@bellsouth.net
FL US
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"critterdesign@hotmail.com" <critterdesign@hotmail.com>

From: "critterdesign@hotmail.com" <critterdesign@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cincinaus@gmail.com" <cincinaus@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lcamarie@gmail.com" <lcamarie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:50:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Liz Camarie lcamarie@gmail.com CA US
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"dezinah23@bellsouth.net" <dezinah23@bellsouth.net>

From: "dezinah23@bellsouth.net" <dezinah23@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, NINA COGHLAN dezinah23@bellsouth.net
US
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"vickialcott@netzero.net" <vickialcott@netzero.net>

From: "vickialcott@netzero.net" <vickialcott@netzero.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"johnlamantia74@gmail.com" <johnlamantia74@gmail.com>

From: "johnlamantia74@gmail.com" <johnlamantia74@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:50:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, J Lamantia johnlamantia74@gmail.com US
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"mmatsonb@gmail.com" <mmatsonb@gmail.com>

From: "mmatsonb@gmail.com" <mmatsonb@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ghelgert@earthlink.net" <ghelgert@earthlink.net>

From: "ghelgert@earthlink.net" <ghelgert@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gwenda Helgert ghelgert@earthlink.net US
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"sriparna18@hotmail.com" <sriparna18@hotmail.com>

From: "sriparna18@hotmail.com" <sriparna18@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rishabh Sen sriparna18@hotmail.com CA
US
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"mtriana@nyc.rr.com" <mtriana@nyc.rr.com>

From: "mtriana@nyc.rr.com" <mtriana@nyc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "grnwillow@hotmail.com" <grnwillow@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "levelacres@att.net" <levelacres@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "shebeen@att.net" <shebeen@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"wtsales@msn.com" <wtsales@msn.com>

From: "wtsales@msn.com" <wtsales@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kerry Rogers-Brown wtsales@msn.com US
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"raycooper120@gmail.com" <raycooper120@gmail.com>

From: "raycooper120@gmail.com" <raycooper120@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Raymond Cooper raycooper120@gmail.com
US
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"joannebarber009@gmail.com" <joannebarber009@gmail.com>

From: "joannebarber009@gmail.com" <joannebarber009@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joanne Barber joannebarber009@gmail.com
NC US
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"phisler@icloud.com" <phisler@icloud.com>

From: "phisler@icloud.com" <phisler@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:51:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ljorgens@comcast.net" <ljorgens@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:50:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kleojama@gmail.com" <kleojama@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:50:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "molly.flaherty@verizon.net" <molly.flaherty@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:50:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "planther@mchsi.com" <planther@mchsi.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:50:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cortner.lindsay@gmail.com" <cortner.lindsay@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:50:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lmladylove@outlook.com" <lmladylove@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:50:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "randomfor@hotmail.com" <randomfor@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:50:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "verninicat@gmail.com" <verninicat@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:50:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "nherbst@underbergkessler.com"
<nherbst@underbergkessler.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:50:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "stephenwt@msn.com" <stephenwt@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:49:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"waterpump2@live.com" <waterpump2@live.com>

From: "waterpump2@live.com" <waterpump2@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:49:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helga LaCava waterpump2@live.com US
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"hoozieg@gmail.com" <hoozieg@gmail.com>

From: "hoozieg@gmail.com" <hoozieg@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:49:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"terrisemail@gmail.com" <terrisemail@gmail.com>

From: "terrisemail@gmail.com" <terrisemail@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:49:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "margegarvey@att.net" <margegarvey@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:50:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "groaks@originalsmith.com" <groaks@originalsmith.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:49:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "toddmilligan@bellsouth.net" <toddmilligan@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:49:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Todd Milligan toddmilligan@bellsouth.net US
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"mboheme33@gmail.com" <mboheme33@gmail.com>

From: "mboheme33@gmail.com" <mboheme33@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:49:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mimi Morrie mboheme33@gmail.com US
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"jmcdonnell51@hotmail.com" <jmcdonnell51@hotmail.com>

From: "jmcdonnell51@hotmail.com" <jmcdonnell51@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:49:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacqueline McDonnell
jmcdonnell51@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"c.brooke@csuohio.edu" <c.brooke@csuohio.edu>

From: "c.brooke@csuohio.edu" <c.brooke@csuohio.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:49:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"peachcrystal1@gmail.com" <peachcrystal1@gmail.com>

From: "peachcrystal1@gmail.com" <peachcrystal1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:49:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Earley peachcrystal1@gmail.com US
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Shari Gulley <sharigulley@gmail.com>

From: Shari Gulley <sharigulley@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:50:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Intern Wildlife Conservation Council

Hello,

I writing to express my opposition to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat
at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money
to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Please
reconsider and thank you.

Shari

-- 
Shari Gulley Weber
310-648-9746
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"cslips@verizon.net" <cslips@verizon.net>

From: "cslips@verizon.net" <cslips@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:49:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kcoats@colinsgrp.com" <kcoats@colinsgrp.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:49:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "callcarter@comcast.net" <callcarter@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:49:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "candicegolembo@gmail.com" <candicegolembo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:49:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "knovak@grow-associates.org" <knovak@grow-associates.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ppearthree@mac.com" <ppearthree@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sonya.hene@gmail.com" <sonya.hene@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "brooklynbell@charter.net" <brooklynbell@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "abeinecke@comcast.net" <abeinecke@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anne Beinecke abeinecke@comcast.net US
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"fem253@bellsouth.net" <fem253@bellsouth.net>

From: "fem253@bellsouth.net" <fem253@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frances Manning fem253@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"alindenberg@optonline.net" <alindenberg@optonline.net>

From: "alindenberg@optonline.net" <alindenberg@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"davegliva@att.net" <davegliva@att.net>

From: "davegliva@att.net" <davegliva@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "gcovington@cytozyme.com" <gcovington@cytozyme.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"bettyoeschger@att.net" <bettyoeschger@att.net>

From: "bettyoeschger@att.net" <bettyoeschger@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "furkidz@att.net" <furkidz@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"fhami38130@msn.com" <fhami38130@msn.com>

From: "fhami38130@msn.com" <fhami38130@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frederick Hamilton fhami38130@msn.com
US
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"mijinkim@hotmail.com" <mijinkim@hotmail.com>

From: "mijinkim@hotmail.com" <mijinkim@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:49:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, MiJin Kim mijinkim@hotmail.com TX US
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"fcerisola12@gmail.com" <fcerisola12@gmail.com>

From: "fcerisola12@gmail.com" <fcerisola12@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Francesca Cerisola fcerisola12@gmail.com
US
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"katerodbro73@gmail.com" <katerodbro73@gmail.com>

From: "katerodbro73@gmail.com" <katerodbro73@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katherine Rodbro katerodbro73@gmail.com
US
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"jennyspeake@gmail.com" <jennyspeake@gmail.com>

From: "jennyspeake@gmail.com" <jennyspeake@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Speake jennyspeake@gmail.com
US
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"kcray4@charter.net" <kcray4@charter.net>

From: "kcray4@charter.net" <kcray4@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Curtis Ray kcray4@charter.net US
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"jody.czech@gmail.com" <jody.czech@gmail.com>

From: "jody.czech@gmail.com" <jody.czech@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ebreiden@live.com" <ebreiden@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ojutokca@gmail.com" <ojutokca@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Georgia Mcnabb ojutokca@gmail.com US
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"linda6789@verizon.net" <linda6789@verizon.net>

From: "linda6789@verizon.net" <linda6789@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Speicher linda6789@verizon.net VA
US
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"rmccorkhill@mcgarchitecture.com" <rmccorkhill@mcgarchitecture.com>

From: "rmccorkhill@mcgarchitecture.com"
<rmccorkhill@mcgarchitecture.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "elizabethk.dill@gmail.com" <elizabethk.dill@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Dill elizabethk.dill@gmail.com US
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"phallahan75@hotmail.com" <phallahan75@hotmail.com>

From: "phallahan75@hotmail.com" <phallahan75@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paul Hallahan phallahan75@hotmail.com US
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"mtong@csulb.edu" <mtong@csulb.edu>

From: "mtong@csulb.edu" <mtong@csulb.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "gizmodaniel@gmail.com" <gizmodaniel@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "terrykarcich@gmail.com" <terrykarcich@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ammichels@fsu.edu" <ammichels@fsu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "erikrogersnv@gmail.com" <erikrogersnv@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"cats46@bellsouth.net" <cats46@bellsouth.net>

From: "cats46@bellsouth.net" <cats46@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Darlene Scheuermann cats46@bellsouth.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"beth@mansbridge.net" <beth@mansbridge.net>

From: "beth@mansbridge.net" <beth@mansbridge.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beth Mansbridge beth@mansbridge.net US
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"valeriemorgan1225@gmail.com" <valeriemorgan1225@gmail.com>

From: "valeriemorgan1225@gmail.com"
<valeriemorgan1225@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Valerie Morgan
valeriemorgan1225@gmail.com US
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"sperriello@optonline.net" <sperriello@optonline.net>

From: "sperriello@optonline.net" <sperriello@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:48:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"precad@comcast.net" <precad@comcast.net>

From: "precad@comcast.net" <precad@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"sue.dearman@comcast.net" <sue.dearman@comcast.net>

From: "sue.dearman@comcast.net" <sue.dearman@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "swoodin@fedway.com" <swoodin@fedway.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:46:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jderosejr@gmail.com" <jderosejr@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Derose jderosejr@gmail.com US
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"heather@22greystreet.com" <heather@22greystreet.com>

From: "heather@22greystreet.com" <heather@22greystreet.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather Bates heather@22greystreet.com
US
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"memonti@earthlink.net" <memonti@earthlink.net>

From: "memonti@earthlink.net" <memonti@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:46:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, M.E. Monti memonti@earthlink.net NY US
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"btklink03@msn.com" <btklink03@msn.com>

From: "btklink03@msn.com" <btklink03@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:46:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tina Klinkerfuss btklink03@msn.com US
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"cdkhg1@gmail.com" <cdkhg1@gmail.com>

From: "cdkhg1@gmail.com" <cdkhg1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:46:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Celles D Koontz cdkhg1@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tony@pheinc.com" <tony@pheinc.com>

From: "tony@pheinc.com" <tony@pheinc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anthony Madejczyk tony@pheinc.com NC
US
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"ejlt613@att.net" <ejlt613@att.net>

From: "ejlt613@att.net" <ejlt613@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:47:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elaine Tokarski ejlt613@att.net US
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"gina@palazzographicdesign.com" <gina@palazzographicdesign.com>

From: "gina@palazzographicdesign.com"
<gina@palazzographicdesign.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:46:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "wyvvern@gmail.com" <wyvvern@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:46:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "joannsarantakos@optonline.net"
<joannsarantakos@optonline.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kejacobsen@att.net" <kejacobsen@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lil_pumpkin@comcast.net" <lil_pumpkin@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:46:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "alexbrndt@gmail.com" <alexbrndt@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:46:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alexandra Brandt alexbrndt@gmail.com US
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"nancy.smith47@icloud.com" <nancy.smith47@icloud.com>

From: "nancy.smith47@icloud.com" <nancy.smith47@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:46:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Smith nancy.smith47@icloud.com US
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"leemorales12@icloud.com" <leemorales12@icloud.com>

From: "leemorales12@icloud.com" <leemorales12@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:46:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brendalee Morales
leemorales12@icloud.com US
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"tompilchard@gmail.com" <tompilchard@gmail.com>

From: "tompilchard@gmail.com" <tompilchard@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:46:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tammyjakcook@gmail.com" <tammyjakcook@gmail.com>

From: "tammyjakcook@gmail.com" <tammyjakcook@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:46:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ogemawis1@msn.com" <ogemawis1@msn.com>

From: "ogemawis1@msn.com" <ogemawis1@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:46:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, lauren kline ogemawis1@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mkvinc@gmail.com" <mkvinc@gmail.com>

From: "mkvinc@gmail.com" <mkvinc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"Dunkindog1@gmail.com" <Dunkindog1@gmail.com>

From: "Dunkindog1@gmail.com" <Dunkindog1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terry Maderak Dunkindog1@gmail.com IL
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rustyhaber@gmail.com" <rustyhaber@gmail.com>

From: "rustyhaber@gmail.com" <rustyhaber@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"dhipworth@cfl.rr.com" <dhipworth@cfl.rr.com>

From: "dhipworth@cfl.rr.com" <dhipworth@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"meli@sonic.net" <meli@sonic.net>

From: "meli@sonic.net" <meli@sonic.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"margaret@magnewhart.org" <margaret@magnewhart.org>

From: "margaret@magnewhart.org" <margaret@magnewhart.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"leastergard@researchplanning.com"
<leastergard@researchplanning.com>

From: "leastergard@researchplanning.com"
<leastergard@researchplanning.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"irvcrest@optonline.net" <irvcrest@optonline.net>

From: "irvcrest@optonline.net" <irvcrest@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"eawatson@verizon.net" <eawatson@verizon.net>

From: "eawatson@verizon.net" <eawatson@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"nabilmoatassem1@gmail.com" <nabilmoatassem1@gmail.com>

From: "nabilmoatassem1@gmail.com" <nabilmoatassem1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Moatassem
nabilmoatassem1@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nikolefisher13@gmail.com" <nikolefisher13@gmail.com>

From: "nikolefisher13@gmail.com" <nikolefisher13@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Me -nikole Fisher nikolefisher13@gmail.com
US
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"mpberinger@comcast.net" <mpberinger@comcast.net>

From: "mpberinger@comcast.net" <mpberinger@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"mikealswoods@gmail.com" <mikealswoods@gmail.com>

From: "mikealswoods@gmail.com" <mikealswoods@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"laura.lenis@gmail.com" <laura.lenis@gmail.com>

From: "laura.lenis@gmail.com" <laura.lenis@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Lenis laura.lenis@gmail.com US
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"rdjenkins1@roadrunner.com" <rdjenkins1@roadrunner.com>

From: "rdjenkins1@roadrunner.com" <rdjenkins1@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denise Jenkins rdjenkins1@roadrunner.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rexchook@gmail.com" <rexchook@gmail.com>

From: "rexchook@gmail.com" <rexchook@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:45:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lisahunkler@gmail.com" <lisahunkler@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:44:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Hunkler lisahunkler@gmail.com US
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"tracey.richardson@ufcw770.org" <tracey.richardson@ufcw770.org>

From: "tracey.richardson@ufcw770.org"
<tracey.richardson@ufcw770.org>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:44:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracey Richardson
tracey.richardson@ufcw770.org US
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"amyjh4@gmail.com" <amyjh4@gmail.com>

From: "amyjh4@gmail.com" <amyjh4@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:44:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Miller amyjh4@gmail.com US
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"groovyiam7@gmail.com" <groovyiam7@gmail.com>

From: "groovyiam7@gmail.com" <groovyiam7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:44:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rl Dalomba groovyiam7@gmail.com MO US
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"bitdepthia@gmail.com" <bitdepthia@gmail.com>

From: "bitdepthia@gmail.com" <bitdepthia@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:44:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "laurabooj@cox.net" <laurabooj@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:44:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Boyajian laurabooj@cox.net US
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"brightidea321@hotmail.com" <brightidea321@hotmail.com>

From: "brightidea321@hotmail.com" <brightidea321@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:44:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, H Baum brightidea321@hotmail.com US
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"kailic@me.com" <kailic@me.com>

From: "kailic@me.com" <kailic@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:44:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "monidterra@hotmail.com" <monidterra@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:44:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, MONICA RAMIREZ monidterra@hotmail.com
US
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"cawolf79@gmail.com" <cawolf79@gmail.com>

From: "cawolf79@gmail.com" <cawolf79@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:43:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Crystal Wolf cawolf79@gmail.com US
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"karenkokolis@gmail.com" <karenkokolis@gmail.com>

From: "karenkokolis@gmail.com" <karenkokolis@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:43:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "flimsysue@gmail.com" <flimsysue@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:44:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Velez flimsysue@gmail.com US
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"markus.195808@gmail.com" <markus.195808@gmail.com>

From: "markus.195808@gmail.com" <markus.195808@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:43:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark Hutchinson markus.195808@gmail.com
US
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"theresakelly11@hotmail.com" <theresakelly11@hotmail.com>

From: "theresakelly11@hotmail.com" <theresakelly11@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:43:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Theresa Kelly theresakelly11@hotmail.com
US
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"mvtranscription@comcast.net" <mvtranscription@comcast.net>

From: "mvtranscription@comcast.net" <mvtranscription@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:44:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Theresa Cogdill
mvtranscription@comcast.net US
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"bforbes04@gmail.com" <bforbes04@gmail.com>

From: "bforbes04@gmail.com" <bforbes04@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:44:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, William Forbes bforbes04@gmail.com US
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"lgroh@nycap.rr.com" <lgroh@nycap.rr.com>

From: "lgroh@nycap.rr.com" <lgroh@nycap.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:43:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ellieltoledo@gmail.com" <ellieltoledo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:43:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tdjorg@pacbell.net" <tdjorg@pacbell.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:43:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Jorgensen tdjorg@pacbell.net US
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"nathalie2008@comcast.net" <nathalie2008@comcast.net>

From: "nathalie2008@comcast.net" <nathalie2008@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:43:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nathalie Curry nathalie2008@comcast.net
US
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"mimiburdier@gmail.com" <mimiburdier@gmail.com>

From: "mimiburdier@gmail.com" <mimiburdier@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:42:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: Marianne D Hedderick <MHedderick@jhancock.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council
Attachments: image001.png

Hello,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you for your time and consideration!

 

Marianne Hedderick, CSM

 

Senior Project Coordinator, JH PMO| Accelerated Delivery | IT Operations Management

200 Berkeley Street, B-4| Boston, Massachusetts 02117

T. 603-531-4555 Ext. 714555| MHedderick@JHancock.com

 

 

 
STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY The information contained in this email message and any
attachments may be confidential and legally privileged and is intended for the use of the addressee(s)
only. If you are not an intended recipient, please: (1) notify me immediately by replying to this message;
(2) do not use, disseminate, distribute or reproduce any part of the message or any attachment; and (3)
destroy all copies of this message and any attachments.

mailto:MHedderick@JHancock.com


Marianne Hedderick <scaryhedderick@gmail.com>

From: Marianne Hedderick <scaryhedderick@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:43:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council
Attachments: image001.png

Good Afternoon,
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you.

200 Berkeley Street, B-4| Boston, Massachusetts 02117

T. 603-531-4555 Ext. 714555| MHedderick@JHancock.com

 

 

 
STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY The information contained in this email message and any
attachments may be confidential and legally privileged and is intended for the use of the addressee(s)
only. If you are not an intended recipient, please: (1) notify me immediately by replying to this
message; (2) do not use, disseminate, distribute or reproduce any part of the message or any
attachment; and (3) destroy all copies of this message and any attachments.

https://maps.google.com/?q=200+Berkeley+Street&entry=gmail&source=g
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"waynesanborn@verizon.net" <waynesanborn@verizon.net>

From: "waynesanborn@verizon.net" <waynesanborn@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:43:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "g_exstrom@comcast.net" <g_exstrom@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:43:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cindy.terrebonne@gmail.com" <cindy.terrebonne@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:42:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Terrebonne
cindy.terrebonne@gmail.com LA US
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"jeanierichartz10@gmail.com" <jeanierichartz10@gmail.com>

From: "jeanierichartz10@gmail.com" <jeanierichartz10@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:42:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanie Longmire
jeanierichartz10@gmail.com US
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"iluvmyboston.tm@gmail.com" <iluvmyboston.tm@gmail.com>

From: "iluvmyboston.tm@gmail.com" <iluvmyboston.tm@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:42:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lberghs@comcast.net" <lberghs@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:42:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"handrea@turtle.com" <handrea@turtle.com>

From: "handrea@turtle.com" <handrea@turtle.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:41:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kbickston@bellsouth.net" <kbickston@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:41:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Bickston kbickston@bellsouth.net US
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"vepstein6962@att.net" <vepstein6962@att.net>

From: "vepstein6962@att.net" <vepstein6962@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:42:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Van Epstein vepstein6962@att.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"42loonsfoottl@gmail.com" <42loonsfoottl@gmail.com>

From: "42loonsfoottl@gmail.com" <42loonsfoottl@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:42:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tina Loonsfoot 42loonsfoottl@gmail.com US
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"rwilliams64@stny.rr.com" <rwilliams64@stny.rr.com>

From: "rwilliams64@stny.rr.com" <rwilliams64@stny.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:43:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Williams rwilliams64@stny.rr.com NY
US
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"lgonzaleslaudel@comcast.net" <lgonzaleslaudel@comcast.net>

From: "lgonzaleslaudel@comcast.net" <lgonzaleslaudel@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:42:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Gonzales
lgonzaleslaudel@comcast.net US
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"katmai5alice@gmail.com" <katmai5alice@gmail.com>

From: "katmai5alice@gmail.com" <katmai5alice@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:42:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alice Krauss katmai5alice@gmail.com US
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"canoe2@digital.net" <canoe2@digital.net>

From: "canoe2@digital.net" <canoe2@digital.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:42:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Douglas Sphar canoe2@digital.net US
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"nenahemail@cox.net" <nenahemail@cox.net>

From: "nenahemail@cox.net" <nenahemail@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:41:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nenah Sylver nenahemail@cox.net US
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"traceysmith6981@gmail.com" <traceysmith6981@gmail.com>

From: "traceysmith6981@gmail.com" <traceysmith6981@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:42:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracey Smith traceysmith6981@gmail.com
US
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"johannab93@gmail.com" <johannab93@gmail.com>

From: "johannab93@gmail.com" <johannab93@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:41:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Johanna Bensalel johannab93@gmail.com
US
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"maxine62@gmail.com" <maxine62@gmail.com>

From: "maxine62@gmail.com" <maxine62@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:42:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maxine Oreilly maxine62@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kessalina@mac.com" <kessalina@mac.com>

From: "kessalina@mac.com" <kessalina@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tarapaulson@gmail.com" <tarapaulson@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:40:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tara Spires tarapaulson@gmail.com US
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"anne.addg1@gmail.com" <anne.addg1@gmail.com>

From: "anne.addg1@gmail.com" <anne.addg1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:42:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anne Davis anne.addg1@gmail.com US
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"blaidd.drwg48@gmail.com" <blaidd.drwg48@gmail.com>

From: "blaidd.drwg48@gmail.com" <blaidd.drwg48@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:41:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Blaidd Drwg blaidd.drwg48@gmail.com US
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"candyjungle@gmail.com" <candyjungle@gmail.com>

From: "candyjungle@gmail.com" <candyjungle@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:41:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, J S candyjungle@gmail.com US
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"dhs1958@hotmail.com" <dhs1958@hotmail.com>

From: "dhs1958@hotmail.com" <dhs1958@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:40:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donald Smith dhs1958@hotmail.com US
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"meredithklynch@gmail.com" <meredithklynch@gmail.com>

From: "meredithklynch@gmail.com" <meredithklynch@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:41:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "janice_hynek@me.com" <janice_hynek@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:41:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mwilkinson@mhbg.com" <mwilkinson@mhbg.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:40:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rcourtaway@gmail.com" <rcourtaway@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:40:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "orange_boy@mac.com" <orange_boy@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:41:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "markdanair@frontiernet.net" <markdanair@frontiernet.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:40:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: In today's world trophy killing is barbaric and senseless. Wise up
to be civilized.

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark Hayward markdanair@frontiernet.net
US
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"williesmith376@gmail.com" <williesmith376@gmail.com>

From: "williesmith376@gmail.com" <williesmith376@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:40:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Awilda Smith williesmith376@gmail.com US
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"scootypuff@comcast.net" <scootypuff@comcast.net>

From: "scootypuff@comcast.net" <scootypuff@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:41:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rscholes@ci.azusa.ca.us" <rscholes@ci.azusa.ca.us>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "daviannmueller@gmail.com" <daviannmueller@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:40:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "JoyceJanicki@hotmail.com" <JoyceJanicki@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joyce Janicki JoyceJanicki@hotmail.com MI
US
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"mtnmimi17@gmail.com" <mtnmimi17@gmail.com>

From: "mtnmimi17@gmail.com" <mtnmimi17@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:40:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mimi Gibson mtnmimi17@gmail.com US
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"tom@refundlogistics.com" <tom@refundlogistics.com>

From: "tom@refundlogistics.com" <tom@refundlogistics.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lindarhc@gmail.com" <lindarhc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:40:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Pridgeon lindarhc@gmail.com MO US
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"les.kal7@gmail.com" <les.kal7@gmail.com>

From: "les.kal7@gmail.com" <les.kal7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:40:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leslie Kalvass les.kal7@gmail.com IL US
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"revoir1984@gmail.com" <revoir1984@gmail.com>

From: "revoir1984@gmail.com" <revoir1984@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Corey Revoir revoir1984@gmail.com PA US
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"jpmcmil@gmail.com" <jpmcmil@gmail.com>

From: "jpmcmil@gmail.com" <jpmcmil@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rsglover@gmail.com" <rsglover@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"zwilliss24@gmail.com" <zwilliss24@gmail.com>

From: "zwilliss24@gmail.com" <zwilliss24@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Zeena Williss zwilliss24@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rblank1@mac.com" <rblank1@mac.com>

From: "rblank1@mac.com" <rblank1@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:38:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roger Blank rblank1@mac.com NY US
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"lorrywc@gmail.com" <lorrywc@gmail.com>

From: "lorrywc@gmail.com" <lorrywc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "selenavasketos@gmail.com" <selenavasketos@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "htamsemmens@gmail.com" <htamsemmens@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:38:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Key changes needed for the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cberger@fecon.com" <cberger@fecon.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. It is wrong to kill any animal unless it is for food or a
mercy killing. Otherwise it is just a horrible thing to do to one of Gods creatures. You are aware
that they were put on this planet before man was; right? We are supposed to be here to protect
them not turn them into trophies on our walls or stuffed for our own amusement. Sincerely,
Cindy Berger cberger@fecon.com US
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"ljust28@gmail.com" <ljust28@gmail.com>

From: "ljust28@gmail.com" <ljust28@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:40:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leslie Just ljust28@gmail.com US
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"jbodsberg@comcast.net" <jbodsberg@comcast.net>

From: "jbodsberg@comcast.net" <jbodsberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ronaldoscheer@gmail.com" <ronaldoscheer@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cameron.dupuis@gmail.com" <cameron.dupuis@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cameron Dupuis
cameron.dupuis@gmail.com US
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"htownse2@kent.edu" <htownse2@kent.edu>

From: "htownse2@kent.edu" <htownse2@kent.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather Townsend htownse2@kent.edu US
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"rivereye@gmail.com" <rivereye@gmail.com>

From: "rivereye@gmail.com" <rivereye@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "msmith@jonrenau.com" <msmith@jonrenau.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "a.udoni@comcast.net" <a.udoni@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:38:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mzvesna@gmail.com" <mzvesna@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:38:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ragerhart@hotmail.com" <ragerhart@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:38:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "hagedorn.douglas@gmail.com" <hagedorn.douglas@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:39:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:38:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tanjasayles@gmail.com" <tanjasayles@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:38:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "buffymacleod@gmail.com" <buffymacleod@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:38:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Lewis buffymacleod@gmail.com CA
US
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"talhamim888@gmail.com" <talhamim888@gmail.com>

From: "talhamim888@gmail.com" <talhamim888@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:38:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Talhami talhamim888@gmail.com
US
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"bjgreaves1@gmail.com" <bjgreaves1@gmail.com>

From: "bjgreaves1@gmail.com" <bjgreaves1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:38:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brenda Greaves bjgreaves1@gmail.com MN
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"csc_7@hotmail.com" <csc_7@hotmail.com>

From: "csc_7@hotmail.com" <csc_7@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:38:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cassia Charles csc_7@hotmail.com NY US
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"elishablizzard@msn.com" <elishablizzard@msn.com>

From: "elishablizzard@msn.com" <elishablizzard@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:38:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "patricksqueri@gmail.com" <patricksqueri@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:38:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "pnutkody@gmail.com" <pnutkody@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:38:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "virginiapatson@charter.net" <virginiapatson@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:38:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kat@katayoonart.com" <kat@katayoonart.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:37:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mgroussman@gmail.com" <mgroussman@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:37:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Groussman mgroussman@gmail.com
US
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"elliekarr1@nyc.rr.com" <elliekarr1@nyc.rr.com>

From: "elliekarr1@nyc.rr.com" <elliekarr1@nyc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:36:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ellie Karr elliekarr1@nyc.rr.com NY US
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"srbrehm@msn.com" <srbrehm@msn.com>

From: "srbrehm@msn.com" <srbrehm@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:37:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "yumicocco@hotmail.com" <yumicocco@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:37:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "deorios@comcast.net" <deorios@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:37:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "valerie.haak@gmail.com" <valerie.haak@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:36:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "loretta_k_allen@msn.com" <loretta_k_allen@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:36:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "trgiganti@bellsouth.net" <trgiganti@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:36:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tere Giganti trgiganti@bellsouth.net US
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"rorysue2001@gmail.com" <rorysue2001@gmail.com>

From: "rorysue2001@gmail.com" <rorysue2001@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:36:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rory Cohen rorysue2001@gmail.com US
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"stevieo2008@live.com" <stevieo2008@live.com>

From: "stevieo2008@live.com" <stevieo2008@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:36:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Osowecki stevieo2008@live.com
CT US
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"atc357@embarqmail.com" <atc357@embarqmail.com>

From: "atc357@embarqmail.com" <atc357@embarqmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:36:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, a callan atc357@embarqmail.com US
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"dartmoor22@comcast.net" <dartmoor22@comcast.net>

From: "dartmoor22@comcast.net" <dartmoor22@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:36:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anne Golub dartmoor22@comcast.net US
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"randymekalet@gmail.com" <randymekalet@gmail.com>

From: "randymekalet@gmail.com" <randymekalet@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:36:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dalynch@gmail.com" <dalynch@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:35:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Lynch dalynch@gmail.com US
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"marina3martinez@gmail.com" <marina3martinez@gmail.com>

From: "marina3martinez@gmail.com" <marina3martinez@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:35:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marina Martinez
marina3martinez@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"diane531@hotmail.com" <diane531@hotmail.com>

From: "diane531@hotmail.com" <diane531@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:36:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, diane LaCorte diane531@hotmail.com US
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"pantera0016@gmail.com" <pantera0016@gmail.com>

From: "pantera0016@gmail.com" <pantera0016@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:35:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacey Martella-ferris
pantera0016@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"maia.vanpelt@gmail.com" <maia.vanpelt@gmail.com>

From: "maia.vanpelt@gmail.com" <maia.vanpelt@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:35:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"verena.widy@gmail.com" <verena.widy@gmail.com>

From: "verena.widy@gmail.com" <verena.widy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"momobelcz@gmail.com" <momobelcz@gmail.com>

From: "momobelcz@gmail.com" <momobelcz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"adccentrics@mindspring.com" <adccentrics@mindspring.com>

From: "adccentrics@mindspring.com" <adccentrics@mindspring.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:35:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"soninci@hotmail.com" <soninci@hotmail.com>

From: "soninci@hotmail.com" <soninci@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:35:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lthompson@ivi.us.com" <lthompson@ivi.us.com>

From: "lthompson@ivi.us.com" <lthompson@ivi.us.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:35:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "pgfwmf@msn.com" <pgfwmf@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:35:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"msalta1@tampabay.rr.com" <msalta1@tampabay.rr.com>

From: "msalta1@tampabay.rr.com" <msalta1@tampabay.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:35:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Salta msalta1@tampabay.rr.com US
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"eamj1@verizon.net" <eamj1@verizon.net>

From: "eamj1@verizon.net" <eamj1@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:35:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elisabeth Jakab eamj1@verizon.net US
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"janicesudik@gmail.com" <janicesudik@gmail.com>

From: "janicesudik@gmail.com" <janicesudik@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "violetntony@optimum.net" <violetntony@optimum.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:35:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, T D violetntony@optimum.net US
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"kymcarroll14@gmail.com" <kymcarroll14@gmail.com>

From: "kymcarroll14@gmail.com" <kymcarroll14@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:35:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: kymcarroll14@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kym Carroll kymcarroll14@gmail.com CO US
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"kolenam@hotmail.com" <kolenam@hotmail.com>

From: "kolenam@hotmail.com" <kolenam@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:35:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"thblenheim@hotmail.com" <thblenheim@hotmail.com>

From: "thblenheim@hotmail.com" <thblenheim@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"shaun.norris5@gmail.com" <shaun.norris5@gmail.com>

From: "shaun.norris5@gmail.com" <shaun.norris5@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shaun Norris shaun.norris5@gmail.com US
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"deloresjensen@comcast.net" <deloresjensen@comcast.net>

From: "deloresjensen@comcast.net" <deloresjensen@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"kajoe58@comcast.net" <kajoe58@comcast.net>

From: "kajoe58@comcast.net" <kajoe58@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Sobota kajoe58@comcast.net US
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"sharon@brainlink.com" <sharon@brainlink.com>

From: "sharon@brainlink.com" <sharon@brainlink.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:35:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "caitlin.s.forrest@gmail.com" <caitlin.s.forrest@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tbraga@bellsouth.net" <tbraga@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "damburke@gmail.com" <damburke@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:35:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "carm.moehle@azbar.org" <carm.moehle@azbar.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "adrienne@minerick.com" <adrienne@minerick.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "linda.buchowicz@gmail.com" <linda.buchowicz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "angela.c.bochetto@gmail.com" <angela.c.bochetto@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "marifelmalacara@gmail.com" <marifelmalacara@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "trianglepress@att.net" <trianglepress@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, eileen birns trianglepress@att.net US
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"nutmeg1946@earthlink.net" <nutmeg1946@earthlink.net>

From: "nutmeg1946@earthlink.net" <nutmeg1946@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Phyllis Schmid nutmeg1946@earthlink.net
MN US
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"maricoin@hotmail.com" <maricoin@hotmail.com>

From: "maricoin@hotmail.com" <maricoin@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "f.elsemore@gmail.com" <f.elsemore@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frances Elsemore f.elsemore@gmail.com
US
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"lilipad8@mac.com" <lilipad8@mac.com>

From: "lilipad8@mac.com" <lilipad8@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn Longan lilipad8@mac.com US
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"megmeasel@gmail.com" <megmeasel@gmail.com>

From: "megmeasel@gmail.com" <megmeasel@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:34:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Measel megmeasel@gmail.com US
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"noah85@windstream.net" <noah85@windstream.net>

From: "noah85@windstream.net" <noah85@windstream.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:33:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Dearborn noah85@windstream.net GA
US
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"bunzohd@comcast.net" <bunzohd@comcast.net>

From: "bunzohd@comcast.net" <bunzohd@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:33:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
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"thudson777@gmx.com" <thudson777@gmx.com>

From: "thudson777@gmx.com" <thudson777@gmx.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:33:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tiffany Hudson thudson777@gmx.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"carol@migrations.com" <carol@migrations.com>

From: "carol@migrations.com" <carol@migrations.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:33:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "paula6107@msn.com" <paula6107@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:32:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "susiandshel@comcast.net" <susiandshel@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:33:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mcgarrytheresa@gmail.com" <mcgarrytheresa@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:33:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "margaretsesing@gmail.com" <margaretsesing@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:33:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "laurel_baldridge@notes.k12.hi.us"
<laurel_baldridge@notes.k12.hi.us>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:33:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lmccloughan@hf-law.com" <lmccloughan@hf-law.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:32:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa McCloughan lmccloughan@hf-law.com
US
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"ehowell75@bellsouth.net" <ehowell75@bellsouth.net>

From: "ehowell75@bellsouth.net" <ehowell75@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:32:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elaine Fontaine ehowell75@bellsouth.net US
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"onedirectionfan916@gmail.com" <onedirectionfan916@gmail.com>

From: "onedirectionfan916@gmail.com"
<onedirectionfan916@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:33:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amber Kerstetter
onedirectionfan916@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"marjohn1954@comcast.net" <marjohn1954@comcast.net>

From: "marjohn1954@comcast.net" <marjohn1954@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:32:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Benevento marjohn1954@comcast.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"huseynova.nurlana@gmail.com" <huseynova.nurlana@gmail.com>

From: "huseynova.nurlana@gmail.com"
<huseynova.nurlana@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:33:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"fbjorkland@twc.com" <fbjorkland@twc.com>

From: "fbjorkland@twc.com" <fbjorkland@twc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:32:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Fred Bjorkland fbjorkland@twc.com US
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"gail1199@hotmail.com" <gail1199@hotmail.com>

From: "gail1199@hotmail.com" <gail1199@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:32:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, gail panici gail1199@hotmail.com US



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

From: "kellanardo@hotmail.com" <kellanardo@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:33:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mindyskelton@embarqmail.com"
<mindyskelton@embarqmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:32:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jeannec36@verizon.net" <jeannec36@verizon.net>

From: "jeannec36@verizon.net" <jeannec36@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:32:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanne Nace jeannec36@verizon.net US
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"meateorman@hotmail.com" <meateorman@hotmail.com>

From: "meateorman@hotmail.com" <meateorman@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:32:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kioskperson@gmail.com" <kioskperson@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:32:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "posowecki@athensind.com" <posowecki@athensind.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:32:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bellalowel@hotmail.com" <bellalowel@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:31:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tsauter.fukui@gmail.com" <tsauter.fukui@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:32:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "laura_brash@hotmail.com" <laura_brash@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:31:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ettinav@wfu.edu" <ettinav@wfu.edu>

From: "ettinav@wfu.edu" <ettinav@wfu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:31:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "antdie@comcast.net" <antdie@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:31:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "desdemona@tds.net" <desdemona@tds.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:31:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bev Schmitz desdemona@tds.net MN US
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"sliderman1@msn.com" <sliderman1@msn.com>

From: "sliderman1@msn.com" <sliderman1@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:32:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terry Fenner sliderman1@msn.com US
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"rskline51@gmail.com" <rskline51@gmail.com>

From: "rskline51@gmail.com" <rskline51@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:31:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Kline rskline51@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"silviahall@me.com" <silviahall@me.com>

From: "silviahall@me.com" <silviahall@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:32:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rbollaro@gmail.com" <rbollaro@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:31:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jerrypalin@gmail.com" <jerrypalin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:31:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lynn@lbeale.com" <lynn@lbeale.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:31:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mwhurst@hotmail.com" <mwhurst@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:30:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lmrlynn@verizon.net" <lmrlynn@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:30:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"bjshopper719@gmail.com" <bjshopper719@gmail.com>

From: "bjshopper719@gmail.com" <bjshopper719@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:30:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Billie Jean Hendrix bjshopper719@gmail.com
US
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"kathalberstadt2@gmail.com" <kathalberstadt2@gmail.com>

From: "kathalberstadt2@gmail.com" <kathalberstadt2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:30:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katrina Jeppesen
kathalberstadt2@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jpribyl@d.umn.edu" <jpribyl@d.umn.edu>

From: "jpribyl@d.umn.edu" <jpribyl@d.umn.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:30:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "patrickinmass@charter.net" <patrickinmass@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:30:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"sparling3@gmail.com" <sparling3@gmail.com>

From: "sparling3@gmail.com" <sparling3@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:31:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rob Sparling sparling3@gmail.com US
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"foxhill2625@gmail.com" <foxhill2625@gmail.com>

From: "foxhill2625@gmail.com" <foxhill2625@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:30:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. Who endorses such stupidity, other than the weapon and ammo
companies? • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and
range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the
Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these
concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elisabeth Peterson foxhill2625@gmail.com
US
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"knyquist@alumni.nmu.edu" <knyquist@alumni.nmu.edu>

From: "knyquist@alumni.nmu.edu" <knyquist@alumni.nmu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:30:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kris Nyquist knyquist@alumni.nmu.edu US
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"rpahinui6@gmail.com" <rpahinui6@gmail.com>

From: "rpahinui6@gmail.com" <rpahinui6@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:30:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ruth Pahinui rpahinui6@gmail.com US
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"Lisalynnw@gmail.com" <Lisalynnw@gmail.com>

From: "Lisalynnw@gmail.com" <Lisalynnw@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:29:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Weaver Lisalynnw@gmail.com TX US
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"javajam66@hotmail.com" <javajam66@hotmail.com>

From: "javajam66@hotmail.com" <javajam66@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:30:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jamilee Brown javajam66@hotmail.com US
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"ausrelle63@gmail.com" <ausrelle63@gmail.com>

From: "ausrelle63@gmail.com" <ausrelle63@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:31:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melody Frye ausrelle63@gmail.com US
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"ahonhart@atlaswelding.com" <ahonhart@atlaswelding.com>

From: "ahonhart@atlaswelding.com" <ahonhart@atlaswelding.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:30:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
come from a long line of hunters and none of them hunted fragile populations or endangered
species and none of them believed in killing for conservations. It's rubbish. We are losing
vulnerable species far too quickly. This must stop. I am responding to the formation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8,
2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council
undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council
would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered,
or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife
populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this
approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anne Honhart ahonhart@atlaswelding.com
US
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"joanne.hamilton6@verizon.net" <joanne.hamilton6@verizon.net>

From: "joanne.hamilton6@verizon.net" <joanne.hamilton6@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:29:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joanne Hamilton
joanne.hamilton6@verizon.net US
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"puggleowner@gmail.com" <puggleowner@gmail.com>

From: "puggleowner@gmail.com" <puggleowner@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:30:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "patriciamace@ca.rr.com" <patriciamace@ca.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:30:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
FOR GOD'S SAKE, HOW MUCH MORE DISCUSSION IS NEEDED TO SAVE ANIMALS
FROM NOT ONLY EXTINCTION, BUT LIFE-LONG CRUELTY ?? THERE NEEDS TO BE NO
MORE DISCUSSION ONLY ACTION. SAVE ALL THE SPECIES BY PROTECTING THEM !!
BAN HUNTING !! ONLY MENTALLY HANDICAPPED PEOPLE ARE HUNTERS. PRESIDENT
TRUMP HAS SONS THAT KILL AFRICAN MAGNIFICENT ANIMALS = SO WHAT CAN WE
EXPECT FROM HIM ? NOTHING !! TROPHY HUNTING IS CONSERVATION !! THIS IS
TOTAL BULLSHIT AND LIES - FROM THE MOUTHS OF HUNTERS AND THE IVORY
DEALERS. TIME FOR THE USA TO GET IT'S ACT TOGETHER AND BE A LEADER, TO
STOP THE KILLING !! The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Mace patriciamace@ca.rr.com US
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"melisa@mbrewer.com" <melisa@mbrewer.com>

From: "melisa@mbrewer.com" <melisa@mbrewer.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:29:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "pam@mlssurf.com" <pam@mlssurf.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:31:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "roneydblr@gmail.com" <roneydblr@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:29:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "emall@austin.utexas.edu" <emall@austin.utexas.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:30:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eric Mallin emall@austin.utexas.edu US
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"cherndon0506@hotmail.com" <cherndon0506@hotmail.com>

From: "cherndon0506@hotmail.com" <cherndon0506@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:29:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Herndon cherndon0506@hotmail.com
US
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"anjamili414@gmail.com" <anjamili414@gmail.com>

From: "anjamili414@gmail.com" <anjamili414@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:29:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anja Milicevic anjamili414@gmail.com US
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"ceci_ferrandez@hotmail.com" <ceci_ferrandez@hotmail.com>

From: "ceci_ferrandez@hotmail.com" <ceci_ferrandez@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:29:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "marthawdb@comcast.net" <marthawdb@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:28:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rosstaylor1010@gmail.com" <rosstaylor1010@gmail.com>

From: "rosstaylor1010@gmail.com" <rosstaylor1010@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:28:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ross Taylor rosstaylor1010@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jstclair79@gmail.com" <jstclair79@gmail.com>

From: "jstclair79@gmail.com" <jstclair79@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:29:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jason St.clair jstclair79@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"natthenerdgirl@gmail.com" <natthenerdgirl@gmail.com>

From: "natthenerdgirl@gmail.com" <natthenerdgirl@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:29:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"l_agard@msn.com" <l_agard@msn.com>

From: "l_agard@msn.com" <l_agard@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:29:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"vallarta@asu.edu" <vallarta@asu.edu>

From: "vallarta@asu.edu" <vallarta@asu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:29:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dkozel@gmail.com" <dkozel@gmail.com>

From: "dkozel@gmail.com" <dkozel@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:28:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"deborahcassidy@vitolsgroup.com" <deborahcassidy@vitolsgroup.com>

From: "deborahcassidy@vitolsgroup.com"
<deborahcassidy@vitolsgroup.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:28:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"babstenn@icloud.com" <babstenn@icloud.com>

From: "babstenn@icloud.com" <babstenn@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:28:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"kwerner@wcvt.com" <kwerner@wcvt.com>

From: "kwerner@wcvt.com" <kwerner@wcvt.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:28:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katherine Werner kwerner@wcvt.com VT US
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"woodythomas70@hotmail.com" <woodythomas70@hotmail.com>

From: "woodythomas70@hotmail.com"
<woodythomas70@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:28:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Woody Thomas
woodythomas70@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"camarofox24@msn.com" <camarofox24@msn.com>

From: "camarofox24@msn.com" <camarofox24@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:28:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicole Shaffer camarofox24@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kerryleighkuwata@gmail.com" <kerryleighkuwata@gmail.com>

From: "kerryleighkuwata@gmail.com" <kerryleighkuwata@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:28:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"atman77@hotmail.com" <atman77@hotmail.com>

From: "atman77@hotmail.com" <atman77@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:27:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dennis Wright atman77@hotmail.com US
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"rsheppo@gmail.com" <rsheppo@gmail.com>

From: "rsheppo@gmail.com" <rsheppo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:27:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robin Sheppard rsheppo@gmail.com US
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"angelahall17@gmail.com" <angelahall17@gmail.com>

From: "angelahall17@gmail.com" <angelahall17@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:27:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angela Hall angelahall17@gmail.com US
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"hupp37@cox.net" <hupp37@cox.net>

From: "hupp37@cox.net" <hupp37@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:26:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Hupperts hupp37@cox.net US
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"knezek61@gmail.com" <knezek61@gmail.com>

From: "knezek61@gmail.com" <knezek61@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:27:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Knezek knezek61@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"looloo.wehr@gmail.com" <looloo.wehr@gmail.com>

From: "looloo.wehr@gmail.com" <looloo.wehr@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:26:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Wehr looloo.wehr@gmail.com US
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"revsbr2@gmail.com" <revsbr2@gmail.com>

From: "revsbr2@gmail.com" <revsbr2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:26:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Bartlett-Ré revsbr2@gmail.com US
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"aanwol@att.net" <aanwol@att.net>

From: "aanwol@att.net" <aanwol@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:27:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "monique.summers@comcast.net"
<monique.summers@comcast.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:26:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Monique Summers
monique.summers@comcast.net US
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"boxer1366@msn.com" <boxer1366@msn.com>

From: "boxer1366@msn.com" <boxer1366@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:26:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Dedario boxer1366@msn.com US
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"kmeier655@gmail.com" <kmeier655@gmail.com>

From: "kmeier655@gmail.com" <kmeier655@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:25:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristin Meier kmeier655@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lee.spears@wku.edu" <lee.spears@wku.edu>

From: "lee.spears@wku.edu" <lee.spears@wku.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:26:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"virginia@cognitext.com" <virginia@cognitext.com>

From: "virginia@cognitext.com" <virginia@cognitext.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jcarolmartin@gmail.com" <jcarolmartin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:26:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "akshatauv@gmail.com" <akshatauv@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:26:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "judy.nancarrow@hotmail.com" <judy.nancarrow@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Nancarrow
judy.nancarrow@hotmail.com US
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"musicgirl1975@gmail.com" <musicgirl1975@gmail.com>

From: "musicgirl1975@gmail.com" <musicgirl1975@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:26:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica Steffan musicgirl1975@gmail.com
US
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"semerson2@stny.rr.com" <semerson2@stny.rr.com>

From: "semerson2@stny.rr.com" <semerson2@stny.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:25:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, shirley emerson semerson2@stny.rr.com US
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"s.harless137@gmail.com" <s.harless137@gmail.com>

From: "s.harless137@gmail.com" <s.harless137@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:25:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Harless s.harless137@gmail.com US
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"esu1226@gmail.com" <esu1226@gmail.com>

From: "esu1226@gmail.com" <esu1226@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:25:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Emily Wade esu1226@gmail.com US
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"parr.sdparr.sarah86@gmail.com" <parr.sdparr.sarah86@gmail.com>

From: "parr.sdparr.sarah86@gmail.com"
<parr.sdparr.sarah86@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:25:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Parr parr.sdparr.sarah86@gmail.com
US
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"lutz.samantha@gmail.com" <lutz.samantha@gmail.com>

From: "lutz.samantha@gmail.com" <lutz.samantha@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:25:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rkoran@charter.net" <rkoran@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:25:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Koran rkoran@charter.net US
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"pinzer43@gmail.com" <pinzer43@gmail.com>

From: "pinzer43@gmail.com" <pinzer43@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:25:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Thomas Needell pinzer43@gmail.com NY
US
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"mokwanchung@hotmail.com" <mokwanchung@hotmail.com>

From: "mokwanchung@hotmail.com" <mokwanchung@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:25:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "wildlovelyone@gmail.com" <wildlovelyone@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:25:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marisol Arrighetti wildlovelyone@gmail.com
US
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"worldpeace1967@gmail.com" <worldpeace1967@gmail.com>

From: "worldpeace1967@gmail.com" <worldpeace1967@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:24:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Wagner worldpeace1967@gmail.com
US
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"ellenmalee@gmail.com" <ellenmalee@gmail.com>

From: "ellenmalee@gmail.com" <ellenmalee@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:25:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tiffinisorcic@gmail.com" <tiffinisorcic@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:24:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "giorgosc@gmail.com" <giorgosc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:25:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ninarittermn@gmail.com" <ninarittermn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:24:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "egoodspeed@comcast.net" <egoodspeed@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:25:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elaine Goodspeed
egoodspeed@comcast.net US
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"juliamcmahon2013@gmail.com" <juliamcmahon2013@gmail.com>

From: "juliamcmahon2013@gmail.com"
<juliamcmahon2013@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:24:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julia Mcmahon
juliamcmahon2013@gmail.com US
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"aixamutt@icloud.com" <aixamutt@icloud.com>

From: "aixamutt@icloud.com" <aixamutt@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:24:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"zmyoungEY@gmail.com" <zmyoungEY@gmail.com>

From: "zmyoungEY@gmail.com" <zmyoungEY@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:24:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"aroller-alling@hotmail.com" <aroller-alling@hotmail.com>

From: "aroller-alling@hotmail.com" <aroller-alling@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:24:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"mjangelone@gwi.net" <mjangelone@gwi.net>

From: "mjangelone@gwi.net" <mjangelone@gwi.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:24:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"amy@baileywoodruff.com" <amy@baileywoodruff.com>

From: "amy@baileywoodruff.com" <amy@baileywoodruff.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:24:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"sgessler1@verizon.net" <sgessler1@verizon.net>

From: "sgessler1@verizon.net" <sgessler1@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:24:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shannon Gessler sgessler1@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tommeisen@verizon.net" <tommeisen@verizon.net>

From: "tommeisen@verizon.net" <tommeisen@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:24:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tawinvestments@gmail.com" <tawinvestments@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:23:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: tawinvestments@gmail.com

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

From: "davidgeri@centurylink.net" <davidgeri@centurylink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:23:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sharonbeers@gmail.com" <sharonbeers@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:24:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "gail@gailmcgowan.com" <gail@gailmcgowan.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:23:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"missseagal452@gmail.com" <missseagal452@gmail.com>

From: "missseagal452@gmail.com" <missseagal452@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:23:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ashley Meyers missseagal452@gmail.com
US
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"stephaninur@gmail.com" <stephaninur@gmail.com>

From: "stephaninur@gmail.com" <stephaninur@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:24:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"jcoleman@coe.utah.edu" <jcoleman@coe.utah.edu>

From: "jcoleman@coe.utah.edu" <jcoleman@coe.utah.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:24:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"abennett4@kc.rr.com" <abennett4@kc.rr.com>

From: "abennett4@kc.rr.com" <abennett4@kc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:23:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Bennett abennett4@kc.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bobbypoohbear@hotmail.com" <bobbypoohbear@hotmail.com>

From: "bobbypoohbear@hotmail.com" <bobbypoohbear@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:23:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"skybirdarts@gmail.com" <skybirdarts@gmail.com>

From: "skybirdarts@gmail.com" <skybirdarts@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:23:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"carhkim@earthlink.net" <carhkim@earthlink.net>

From: "carhkim@earthlink.net" <carhkim@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:23:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Caroline Kim carhkim@earthlink.net CA US
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"shushi177@gmail.com" <shushi177@gmail.com>

From: "shushi177@gmail.com" <shushi177@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:23:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melissa Hristov shushi177@gmail.com US
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"nsaxtonlopez@csmpc.com" <nsaxtonlopez@csmpc.com>

From: "nsaxtonlopez@csmpc.com" <nsaxtonlopez@csmpc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:23:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "egangware@gmail.com" <egangware@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:23:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "rolph.best@gmail.com" <rolph.best@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:22:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rolf Best rolph.best@gmail.com US
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"00781000Allah@Gmail.com" <00781000Allah@gmail.com>

From: "00781000Allah@Gmail.com" <00781000Allah@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:22:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Urgent! Your Help Is Needed!

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Samuel Nkrumah
00781000Allah@Gmail.com CA US
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"hill.su@vcpusd.org" <hill.su@vcpusd.org>

From: "hill.su@vcpusd.org" <hill.su@vcpusd.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:22:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"gypsyproductionsinc@comcast.net" <gypsyproductionsinc@comcast.net>

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

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:22:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"themillers@westwindmilling.com" <themillers@westwindmilling.com>

From: "themillers@westwindmilling.com"
<themillers@westwindmilling.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:22:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"petpaq86@gmail.com" <petpaq86@gmail.com>

From: "petpaq86@gmail.com" <petpaq86@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:22:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, LuAnn Giunta petpaq86@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jluchsinger@icloud.com" <jluchsinger@icloud.com>

From: "jluchsinger@icloud.com" <jluchsinger@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:22:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "nstoepker@gmail.com" <nstoepker@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:22:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "vziebarth@hotmail.com" <vziebarth@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:22:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:21:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail Kainen
lovingcarecompanions@hotmail.com US
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"hurricanekate71@comcast.net" <hurricanekate71@comcast.net>

From: "hurricanekate71@comcast.net" <hurricanekate71@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:20:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Higgs hurricanekate71@comcast.net
US
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"ngill@northwell.edu" <ngill@northwell.edu>

From: "ngill@northwell.edu" <ngill@northwell.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:22:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ktsoliday@gmail.com" <ktsoliday@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:21:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karin Soliday ktsoliday@gmail.com US
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"gem3@comcast.net" <gem3@comcast.net>

From: "gem3@comcast.net" <gem3@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:21:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Kuter gem3@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nancywood67@gmail.com" <nancywood67@gmail.com>

From: "nancywood67@gmail.com" <nancywood67@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:20:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Wood nancywood67@gmail.com US
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"deb55@frontier.com" <deb55@frontier.com>

From: "deb55@frontier.com" <deb55@frontier.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie S. deb55@frontier.com US
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"camandari@mac.com" <camandari@mac.com>

From: "camandari@mac.com" <camandari@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:20:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Claudia Jessup camandari@mac.com US
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"dawnhaagenson49@gmail.com" <dawnhaagenson49@gmail.com>

From: "dawnhaagenson49@gmail.com"
<dawnhaagenson49@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:21:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, dawn thompson
dawnhaagenson49@gmail.com US
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"bionicmama74@gmail.com" <bionicmama74@gmail.com>

From: "bionicmama74@gmail.com" <bionicmama74@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:21:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Richard bionicmama74@gmail.com
US
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"mf1165@gmail.com" <mf1165@gmail.com>

From: "mf1165@gmail.com" <mf1165@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:21:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mike France mf1165@gmail.com US
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"teppy050@gmail.com" <teppy050@gmail.com>

From: "teppy050@gmail.com" <teppy050@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:21:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Walthour teppy050@gmail.com US
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"rcompagni@hotmail.com" <rcompagni@hotmail.com>

From: "rcompagni@hotmail.com" <rcompagni@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:21:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kleighl@comcast.net" <kleighl@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:21:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "green.pasture@hotmail.com" <green.pasture@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:21:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "purdyhouse@indytel.com" <purdyhouse@indytel.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:21:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maxine Goodyear purdyhouse@indytel.com
US
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"lfwhite406@gmail.com" <lfwhite406@gmail.com>

From: "lfwhite406@gmail.com" <lfwhite406@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:20:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. STOP THE KILLING AND BAN ALL TROPHY
HUNTING OF ALL ELEPHANTS AND LIONS ESPECIALLY!!!! THE KILLING AND EXPORT OF
THESE PRECIOUS INNOCENT AND INTELLIGENT LIVING BEINGS MUST BE BANNED
ONCE AND FOR ALL!!!! “LIVE AND LET LIVE “!!!!! SAVE THESE MAGESTIC ANIMALS
BEFORE ITS TOO LATE...THEY WILL BE EXTINT AND THAT WILL BE ON YOUR WATCH
PRESIDENT TRUMP AND ALL WHITEHOUSE REPS AND CKMGRESS MEMBERS!!!! DO
WHAT IS “RIGHT”!!!! WE DEMAND THIS EVIL DISGUSTING KILLING AND EXPORT OR
THEIR BODY PARTS BE BANNED NOW!!!! Sincerely, Lisa White lfwhite406@gmail.com US
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"ogaddini@cox.net" <ogaddini@cox.net>

From: "ogaddini@cox.net" <ogaddini@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:20:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "heartofnewyork@live.com" <heartofnewyork@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:20:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jankost@msn.com" <jankost@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:20:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ldacord@chaptech.com" <ldacord@chaptech.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:20:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "andresrparedes@gmail.com" <andresrparedes@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:20:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "gcoyleca@gmail.com" <gcoyleca@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "carole@randomviews.com" <carole@randomviews.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carole Carnovale carole@randomviews.com
US
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"milicat1@comcast.net" <milicat1@comcast.net>

From: "milicat1@comcast.net" <milicat1@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:20:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Millie Ruzbasan milicat1@comcast.net US
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"jvelvick@msn.com" <jvelvick@msn.com>

From: "jvelvick@msn.com" <jvelvick@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:20:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "thoresenlinard@netzero.net" <thoresenlinard@netzero.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "roberthfeuchter@me.com" <roberthfeuchter@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:20:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "connie@mcdowler.com" <connie@mcdowler.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Dowler connie@mcdowler.com US
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"lisaprice417@gmail.com" <lisaprice417@gmail.com>

From: "lisaprice417@gmail.com" <lisaprice417@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Price lisaprice417@gmail.com US
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"dawn.heyse@gmail.com" <dawn.heyse@gmail.com>

From: "dawn.heyse@gmail.com" <dawn.heyse@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dawn Heyse dawn.heyse@gmail.com US
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"rolo545@hotmail.com" <rolo545@hotmail.com>

From: "rolo545@hotmail.com" <rolo545@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Frost rolo545@hotmail.com US
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"jsbrocker78@gmail.com" <jsbrocker78@gmail.com>

From: "jsbrocker78@gmail.com" <jsbrocker78@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:18:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jason Black jsbrocker78@gmail.com US
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"officesnacks@hotmail.com" <officesnacks@hotmail.com>

From: "officesnacks@hotmail.com" <officesnacks@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelsey Gustafson officesnacks@hotmail.com
US
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"rockin_robin627@hotmail.com" <rockin_robin627@hotmail.com>

From: "rockin_robin627@hotmail.com" <rockin_robin627@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:20:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Hilary Harris rockin_robin627@hotmail.com
KY US
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"spooner.sa@gmail.com" <spooner.sa@gmail.com>

From: "spooner.sa@gmail.com" <spooner.sa@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sara spooner spooner.sa@gmail.com US
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"a30nitewolf@hotmail.com" <a30nitewolf@hotmail.com>

From: "a30nitewolf@hotmail.com" <a30nitewolf@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chrissy Patten a30nitewolf@hotmail.com US
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"smorgan@mwagrafx.com" <smorgan@mwagrafx.com>

From: "smorgan@mwagrafx.com" <smorgan@mwagrafx.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ellen.schoenfeld@att.net" <ellen.schoenfeld@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "janstaugas@earthlink.net" <janstaugas@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "elsawata@gmail.com" <elsawata@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:18:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elsa Watanabe elsawata@gmail.com CA US
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"tbauer2405@gmail.com" <tbauer2405@gmail.com>

From: "tbauer2405@gmail.com" <tbauer2405@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tamara Bauer tbauer2405@gmail.com US
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"jennifer@carolinawindowdesigns.com"
<jennifer@carolinawindowdesigns.com>

From: "jennifer@carolinawindowdesigns.com"
<jennifer@carolinawindowdesigns.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lbogart@live.com" <lbogart@live.com>

From: "lbogart@live.com" <lbogart@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bsher@oakton.edu" <bsher@oakton.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:18:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "leebj@hotmail.com" <leebj@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "valeriepeterson@comcast.net" <valeriepeterson@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:18:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "ariel.ryon@gmail.com" <ariel.ryon@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:19:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dshutt@edinburgcenter.org" <dshutt@edinburgcenter.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:18:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Shutt dshutt@edinburgcenter.org US
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"mcnamarak333@gmail.com" <mcnamarak333@gmail.com>

From: "mcnamarak333@gmail.com" <mcnamarak333@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:17:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kevin Mcnamara mcnamarak333@gmail.com
US
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"lindanemeth@optonline.net" <lindanemeth@optonline.net>

From: "lindanemeth@optonline.net" <lindanemeth@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:18:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"bbultmangreenwood@mmm.com" <bbultmangreenwood@mmm.com>

From: "bbultmangreenwood@mmm.com"
<bbultmangreenwood@mmm.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:18:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"dfbrandt@gmail.com" <dfbrandt@gmail.com>

From: "dfbrandt@gmail.com" <dfbrandt@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:18:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"spicycake@att.net" <spicycake@att.net>

From: "spicycake@att.net" <spicycake@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:17:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"layner@vt.edu" <layner@vt.edu>

From: "layner@vt.edu" <layner@vt.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:18:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



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

From: "nlolawalsh@gmail.com" <nlolawalsh@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:17:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"sewalshe@gmail.com" <sewalshe@gmail.com>

From: "sewalshe@gmail.com" <sewalshe@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:17:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "nshorterage@gmail.com" <nshorterage@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:17:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "agnesb@hawaii.rr.com" <agnesb@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:17:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dvmxyz@gmail.com" <dvmxyz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:18:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "penifriend@live.com" <penifriend@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:17:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lrdicorrado@gmail.com" <lrdicorrado@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:17:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "amrllcpa@hotmail.com" <amrllcpa@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:17:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"dodieincal@msn.com" <dodieincal@msn.com>

From: "dodieincal@msn.com" <dodieincal@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:17:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"debi6763@gmail.com" <debi6763@gmail.com>

From: "debi6763@gmail.com" <debi6763@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:17:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, debi kaufmann debi6763@gmail.com US
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"buzz@lidestrifoods.com" <buzz@lidestrifoods.com>

From: "buzz@lidestrifoods.com" <buzz@lidestrifoods.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:17:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "irenehilgers@gmail.com" <irenehilgers@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:17:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Irene Hilgers irenehilgers@gmail.com CA US
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"bobokitty123@comcast.net" <bobokitty123@comcast.net>

From: "bobokitty123@comcast.net" <bobokitty123@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:17:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tanya Pierce bobokitty123@comcast.net US
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"steven.leutner@gmail.com" <steven.leutner@gmail.com>

From: "steven.leutner@gmail.com" <steven.leutner@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:16:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sandra.metcalf@outlook.com" <sandra.metcalf@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:16:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Metcalf sandra.metcalf@outlook.com
US
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"dawndenisco2@gmail.com" <dawndenisco2@gmail.com>

From: "dawndenisco2@gmail.com" <dawndenisco2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:16:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dawn DeNisco dawndenisco2@gmail.com
US
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"mkhewitt@gmail.com" <mkhewitt@gmail.com>

From: "mkhewitt@gmail.com" <mkhewitt@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:16:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "colemanbe@hra.nyc.gov" <colemanbe@hra.nyc.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:16:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mjbartnicki@comcast.net" <mjbartnicki@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:16:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"maureen811@msn.com" <maureen811@msn.com>

From: "maureen811@msn.com" <maureen811@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:15:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maureen Kelly maureen811@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kaczormuriel@gmail.com" <kaczormuriel@gmail.com>

From: "kaczormuriel@gmail.com" <kaczormuriel@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:16:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"cbarciko@intersportnet.com" <cbarciko@intersportnet.com>

From: "cbarciko@intersportnet.com" <cbarciko@intersportnet.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:15:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"djukniewicz@mahwahlibrary.org" <djukniewicz@mahwahlibrary.org>

From: "djukniewicz@mahwahlibrary.org"
<djukniewicz@mahwahlibrary.org>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:16:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lwhite285@gmail.com" <lwhite285@gmail.com>

From: "lwhite285@gmail.com" <lwhite285@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:16:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
This is a despicable decision with not scientific basis for conserving wildlife. These beautiful
animals need to be protected and guarded from harm and exploitation. I am responding to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal
Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope
that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed,
the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened,
endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve
wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing
this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lauren White lwhite285@gmail.com US
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"fameforkids@comcast.neet" <fameforkids@comcast.neet>

From: "fameforkids@comcast.neet" <fameforkids@comcast.neet>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:16:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"patricia.keefe@csjboston.org" <patricia.keefe@csjboston.org>

From: "patricia.keefe@csjboston.org" <patricia.keefe@csjboston.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:16:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "kathy.hawkins@bhsala.com" <kathy.hawkins@bhsala.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:15:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
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"parksl30@embarqmail.com" <parksl30@embarqmail.com>

From: "parksl30@embarqmail.com" <parksl30@embarqmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:15:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Parks parksl30@embarqmail.com NJ
US
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"deenakopsian@gmail.com" <deenakopsian@gmail.com>

From: "deenakopsian@gmail.com" <deenakopsian@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:15:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "gm.gale@gmail.com" <gm.gale@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:15:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gale Martin gm.gale@gmail.com US
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"pm14@nyu.edu" <pm14@nyu.edu>

From: "pm14@nyu.edu" <pm14@nyu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:15:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, phil morton pm14@nyu.edu US
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"hypatiarocks@gmail.com" <hypatiarocks@gmail.com>

From: "hypatiarocks@gmail.com" <hypatiarocks@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:15:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "khenry@polsinelli.com" <khenry@polsinelli.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:16:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristy Henry khenry@polsinelli.com US
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"akcotham14@gmail.com" <akcotham14@gmail.com>

From: "akcotham14@gmail.com" <akcotham14@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:14:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ana Cotham akcotham14@gmail.com US
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"pacific2626@gmail.com" <pacific2626@gmail.com>

From: "pacific2626@gmail.com" <pacific2626@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:15:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erik LaRue pacific2626@gmail.com US
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"jjlittle@charter.net" <jjlittle@charter.net>

From: "jjlittle@charter.net" <jjlittle@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:15:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Little jjlittle@charter.net US
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"jcdavis46@gmail.com" <jcdavis46@gmail.com>

From: "jcdavis46@gmail.com" <jcdavis46@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:15:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julia Davis jcdavis46@gmail.com US
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"iggy009@gmail.com" <iggy009@gmail.com>

From: "iggy009@gmail.com" <iggy009@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:15:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, George V iggy009@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kariotisj@mac.com" <kariotisj@mac.com>

From: "kariotisj@mac.com" <kariotisj@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:15:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "tracieback@gmail.com" <tracieback@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:14:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "karen@thehudsoncompany.com"
<karen@thehudsoncompany.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:15:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "sharynsue.sl@gmail.com" <sharynsue.sl@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:15:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ardotte@gmail.com" <ardotte@gmail.com>

From: "ardotte@gmail.com" <ardotte@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:14:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "thomassinkk@gmail.com" <thomassinkk@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:14:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"haley.e.blackmore@gmail.com" <haley.e.blackmore@gmail.com>

From: "haley.e.blackmore@gmail.com"
<haley.e.blackmore@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:14:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Haley Blackmore
haley.e.blackmore@gmail.com US
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"jp.macfarland12@gmail.com" <jp.macfarland12@gmail.com>

From: "jp.macfarland12@gmail.com" <jp.macfarland12@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:14:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica MacFarland
jp.macfarland12@gmail.com TX US
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"cperkrun@msn.com" <cperkrun@msn.com>

From: "cperkrun@msn.com" <cperkrun@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:14:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "john.vernon.peterson@gmail.com"
<john.vernon.peterson@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:14:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Peterson
john.vernon.peterson@gmail.com US
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"angelus1968@comcast.net" <angelus1968@comcast.net>

From: "angelus1968@comcast.net" <angelus1968@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:14:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peter D. Quintal angelus1968@comcast.net
US
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"georgearomine@gmail.com" <georgearomine@gmail.com>

From: "georgearomine@gmail.com" <georgearomine@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:14:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, George Romine georgearomine@gmail.com
US
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"kirkandreas60@gmail.com" <kirkandreas60@gmail.com>

From: "kirkandreas60@gmail.com" <kirkandreas60@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:14:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kirk Andreas kirkandreas60@gmail.com US
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"heimcb@msn.com" <heimcb@msn.com>

From: "heimcb@msn.com" <heimcb@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:14:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
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"alaina8@msn.com" <alaina8@msn.com>

From: "alaina8@msn.com" <alaina8@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:14:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ingrid Zemanick alaina8@msn.com US
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"seamomma@mac.com" <seamomma@mac.com>

From: "seamomma@mac.com" <seamomma@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:13:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ross Richardson Jr. rosscrich@gmail.com
US
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"vpeters1@udayton.edu" <vpeters1@udayton.edu>

From: "vpeters1@udayton.edu" <vpeters1@udayton.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:13:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vicki Peters vpeters1@udayton.edu US
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"slstorch@mac.com" <slstorch@mac.com>

From: "slstorch@mac.com" <slstorch@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:13:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Storch slstorch@mac.com US
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"tjphil58@gmail.com" <tjphil58@gmail.com>

From: "tjphil58@gmail.com" <tjphil58@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:13:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Theresa Phillips tjphil58@gmail.com US
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"kagruen@verizon.net" <kagruen@verizon.net>

From: "kagruen@verizon.net" <kagruen@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:12:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Gruen kagruen@verizon.net US
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"patricia2700@gmail.com" <patricia2700@gmail.com>

From: "patricia2700@gmail.com" <patricia2700@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:13:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Kingsley patricia2700@gmail.com
US
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"mabbott5@verizon.net" <mabbott5@verizon.net>

From: "mabbott5@verizon.net" <mabbott5@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:13:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melinda Abbott mabbott5@verizon.net US
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"taraferri@earthlink.net" <taraferri@earthlink.net>

From: "taraferri@earthlink.net" <taraferri@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:13:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "angularhp@gmail.com" <angularhp@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:13:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Boyajian angularhp@gmail.com CO
US
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"mullins105@comcast.net" <mullins105@comcast.net>

From: "mullins105@comcast.net" <mullins105@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:13:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kim Mullins mullins105@comcast.net US
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"japierce62751@gmail.com" <japierce62751@gmail.com>

From: "japierce62751@gmail.com" <japierce62751@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:12:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Friend of the Animals
japierce62751@gmail.com US
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"valellis1@att.net" <valellis1@att.net>

From: "valellis1@att.net" <valellis1@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:13:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Valerie Ellis valellis1@att.net US
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"the1bun@gmail.com" <the1bun@gmail.com>

From: "the1bun@gmail.com" <the1bun@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:13:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bunni Steele the1bun@gmail.com US
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"headknkr@hotmail.com" <headknkr@hotmail.com>

From: "headknkr@hotmail.com" <headknkr@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:13:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "piquett@cruzio.com" <piquett@cruzio.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:13:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn Piquett piquett@cruzio.com US
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"mclaskeym63@gmail.com" <mclaskeym63@gmail.com>

From: "mclaskeym63@gmail.com" <mclaskeym63@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:13:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle McLaskey
mclaskeym63@gmail.com US
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"jparr12@gmail.com" <jparr12@gmail.com>

From: "jparr12@gmail.com" <jparr12@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:13:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jenny Parr jparr12@gmail.com US
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"giavita5786@gmail.com" <giavita5786@gmail.com>

From: "giavita5786@gmail.com" <giavita5786@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:12:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jovan Vitagliano giavita5786@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kris@resultsrealtyhomes.com" <kris@resultsrealtyhomes.com>

From: "kris@resultsrealtyhomes.com" <kris@resultsrealtyhomes.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:13:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rustysrambles@gmail.com" <rustysrambles@gmail.com>

From: "rustysrambles@gmail.com" <rustysrambles@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:12:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bruckert@sonic.net" <bruckert@sonic.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:12:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "hikert@hotmail.com" <hikert@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:12:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "maddogrussell@hotmail.com" <maddogrussell@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:12:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"ruth_tanner@uml.edu" <ruth_tanner@uml.edu>

From: "ruth_tanner@uml.edu" <ruth_tanner@uml.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"leahjeanw@gmail.com" <leahjeanw@gmail.com>

From: "leahjeanw@gmail.com" <leahjeanw@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:12:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"psmiguez51@gmail.com" <psmiguez51@gmail.com>

From: "psmiguez51@gmail.com" <psmiguez51@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:12:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Miguez psmiguez51@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"donna.brown@yms-hsv.com" <donna.brown@yms-hsv.com>

From: "donna.brown@yms-hsv.com" <donna.brown@yms-hsv.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"changop52@tampabay.rr.com" <changop52@tampabay.rr.com>

From: "changop52@tampabay.rr.com" <changop52@tampabay.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia McGlaughlin
changop52@tampabay.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"voodoobones28@wmconnect.com" <voodoobones28@wmconnect.com>

From: "voodoobones28@wmconnect.com"
<voodoobones28@wmconnect.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Modjeski
voodoobones28@wmconnect.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jennieq3@gmail.com" <jennieq3@gmail.com>

From: "jennieq3@gmail.com" <jennieq3@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennie Quimbita jennieq3@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"starscot@uga.edu" <starscot@uga.edu>

From: "starscot@uga.edu" <starscot@uga.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "iliatabu@gmail.com" <iliatabu@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"aeb4488@gmail.com" <aeb4488@gmail.com>

From: "aeb4488@gmail.com" <aeb4488@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Aimee Brewer aeb4488@gmail.com US
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"maureen@easterntalent.net" <maureen@easterntalent.net>

From: "maureen@easterntalent.net" <maureen@easterntalent.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"lkmerc02@louisville.edu" <lkmerc02@louisville.edu>

From: "lkmerc02@louisville.edu" <lkmerc02@louisville.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynda Mercer lkmerc02@louisville.edu US
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"mike.lund@charter.net" <mike.lund@charter.net>

From: "mike.lund@charter.net" <mike.lund@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"petertonks87@hotmail.com" <petertonks87@hotmail.com>

From: "petertonks87@hotmail.com" <petertonks87@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:10:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peter Tonks petertonks87@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kmraab@comcast.net" <kmraab@comcast.net>

From: "kmraab@comcast.net" <kmraab@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"liliafratini@gmail.com" <liliafratini@gmail.com>

From: "liliafratini@gmail.com" <liliafratini@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"wint.cj11@gmail.com" <wint.cj11@gmail.com>

From: "wint.cj11@gmail.com" <wint.cj11@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cheryl Winter wint.cj11@gmail.com US
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"malesodmj@comcast.net" <malesodmj@comcast.net>

From: "malesodmj@comcast.net" <malesodmj@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "mcchill@surewest.net" <mcchill@surewest.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "paulapap@comcast.net" <paulapap@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "joanne.metzler@gmail.com" <joanne.metzler@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "john@splainesystems.com" <john@splainesystems.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jackstaffppct@comcast.net" <jackstaffppct@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Leonard jackstaffppct@comcast.net US
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"bavalos1101@comcast.net" <bavalos1101@comcast.net>

From: "bavalos1101@comcast.net" <bavalos1101@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Blanca Avalos bavalos1101@comcast.net
US
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"erikafrey199@gmail.com" <erikafrey199@gmail.com>

From: "erikafrey199@gmail.com" <erikafrey199@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:10:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erika FREY erikafrey199@gmail.com US
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"edjkordas@gmail.com" <edjkordas@gmail.com>

From: "edjkordas@gmail.com" <edjkordas@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:11:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "cshomer@shomex.com" <cshomer@shomex.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:10:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Clare Shomer cshomer@shomex.com US
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"billyjames20112011@gmail.com" <billyjames20112011@gmail.com>

From: "billyjames20112011@gmail.com"
<billyjames20112011@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:10:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jackie Lewis
billyjames20112011@gmail.com US
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"brianchapman@comcast.net" <brianchapman@comcast.net>

From: "brianchapman@comcast.net" <brianchapman@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:10:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "nailahrosee@gmail.com" <nailahrosee@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:10:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jlawell@uw.edu" <jlawell@uw.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:10:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "michellegranucci@verizon.net" <michellegranucci@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:10:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "jacquegriffin@me.com" <jacquegriffin@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:09:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "wils.cass@gmail.com" <wils.cass@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:10:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"codygrimm@hotmail.com" <codygrimm@hotmail.com>

From: "codygrimm@hotmail.com" <codygrimm@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:10:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

"antarservant@att.net" <antarservant@att.net>

From: "antarservant@att.net" <antarservant@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:10:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Ann Oglia antarservant@att.net FL US
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"e.doran43@gmail.com" <e.doran43@gmail.com>

From: "e.doran43@gmail.com" <e.doran43@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:09:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elli Doran e.doran43@gmail.com OR US
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"jm_tolbert@hotmail.com" <jm_tolbert@hotmail.com>

From: "jm_tolbert@hotmail.com" <jm_tolbert@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:10:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Tolbert jm_tolbert@hotmail.com OH US
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"dak744@msn.com" <dak744@msn.com>

From: "dak744@msn.com" <dak744@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:09:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dirk Kortz dak744@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"namastebjh8@gmail.com" <namastebjh8@gmail.com>

From: "namastebjh8@gmail.com" <namastebjh8@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:09:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Hunt namastebjh8@gmail.com US
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"barbh8@optimum.net" <barbh8@optimum.net>

From: "barbh8@optimum.net" <barbh8@optimum.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:09:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Hansen barbh8@optimum.net US
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"timhans@gmail.com" <timhans@gmail.com>

From: "timhans@gmail.com" <timhans@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:10:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "dfultz@humana.com" <dfultz@humana.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:09:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Fultz dfultz@humana.com US
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"living4ward2it@gmail.com" <living4ward2it@gmail.com>

From: "living4ward2it@gmail.com" <living4ward2it@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:09:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Lyles living4ward2it@gmail.com US
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"dee-clutter@optonline.net" <dee-clutter@optonline.net>

From: "dee-clutter@optonline.net" <dee-clutter@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:09:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "paulkittelson@msn.com" <paulkittelson@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:09:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "r.a.shields@att.net" <r.a.shields@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:09:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"weare06@gmail.com" <weare06@gmail.com>

From: "weare06@gmail.com" <weare06@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:09:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Robinson weare06@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cmccanna@edbernstein.com" <cmccanna@edbernstein.com>

From: "cmccanna@edbernstein.com" <cmccanna@edbernstein.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:08:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "carlinel@fastmail.fm" <carlinel@fastmail.fm>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:08:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "gcolbry@hotmail.com" <gcolbry@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:08:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "trailpair@icloud.com" <trailpair@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:08:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "chukpet@gmail.com" <chukpet@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:08:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: Greg Fuller <gregfuller@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:09:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Wildlife Conservation Council

I am against the Department of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, which will give
trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. Trophy hunting
undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. 

The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you for your help in fighting the cruel and unsustainable trophy industry!
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"matt_rubino@ncsu.edu" <matt_rubino@ncsu.edu>

From: "matt_rubino@ncsu.edu" <matt_rubino@ncsu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:08:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Matthew Rubino matt_rubino@ncsu.edu US
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"barkatthemoon58@hotmail.com" <barkatthemoon58@hotmail.com>

From: "barkatthemoon58@hotmail.com"
<barkatthemoon58@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:08:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erica Pallaron
barkatthemoon58@hotmail.com US
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"dphsgh@gmail.com" <dphsgh@gmail.com>

From: "dphsgh@gmail.com" <dphsgh@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:08:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "clbarnett@earthlink.net" <clbarnett@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:08:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "glennfain@gmail.com" <glennfain@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:08:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "phosfate@gmail.com" <phosfate@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:08:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Larimer phosfate@gmail.com US
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"cmd675@gmail.com" <cmd675@gmail.com>

From: "cmd675@gmail.com" <cmd675@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:07:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carroll Davenport cmd675@gmail.com US
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"chaoshut@gmail.com" <chaoshut@gmail.com>

From: "chaoshut@gmail.com" <chaoshut@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:08:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "nina.l.bullers@monsanto.com" <nina.l.bullers@monsanto.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:08:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nina Bullers nina.l.bullers@monsanto.com
US
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"runninghorse813@gmail.com" <runninghorse813@gmail.com>

From: "runninghorse813@gmail.com" <runninghorse813@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:07:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, B Bacon runninghorse813@gmail.com US
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"susan.duckworth01@btinternet.com"
<susan.duckworth01@btinternet.com>

From: "susan.duckworth01@btinternet.com"
<susan.duckworth01@btinternet.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:07:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Duckworth
susan.duckworth01@btinternet.com GB
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"hutz1024@gmail.com" <hutz1024@gmail.com>

From: "hutz1024@gmail.com" <hutz1024@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:07:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Hutzel hutz1024@gmail.com US
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"lindawm1951@gmail.com" <lindawm1951@gmail.com>

From: "lindawm1951@gmail.com" <lindawm1951@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:07:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Weber lindawm1951@gmail.com US
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"pamp777@hotmail.com" <pamp777@hotmail.com>

From: "pamp777@hotmail.com" <pamp777@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:07:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pam Parker pamp777@hotmail.com US
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"kriddle@ghaea.org" <kriddle@ghaea.org>

From: "kriddle@ghaea.org" <kriddle@ghaea.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:07:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "bmmeihls@gmail.com" <bmmeihls@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:06:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "djgerhard@gmail.com" <djgerhard@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:06:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "lynelle.behler@dentwizard.com"
<lynelle.behler@dentwizard.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:07:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "susannahmoon@hotmail.com" <susannahmoon@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:07:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "carrants@coregroupus.com" <carrants@coregroupus.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:06:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

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

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:06:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicola Reddwoodd
nicolaorangeandblue@gmail.com US
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"mckni123@gmail.com" <mckni123@gmail.com>

From: "mckni123@gmail.com" <mckni123@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:06:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melissa Mcknight mckni123@gmail.com US
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"ewgambill@gmail.com" <ewgambill@gmail.com>

From: "ewgambill@gmail.com" <ewgambill@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:07:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

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

From: "diane@ddavanzo.com" <diane@ddavanzo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:06:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane D'Avanzo diane@ddavanzo.com US
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"uclajen@hotmail.com" <uclajen@hotmail.com>

From: "uclajen@hotmail.com" <uclajen@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:06:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Chambers uclajen@hotmail.com CA
US
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"meames@csulb.edu" <meames@csulb.edu>

From: "meames@csulb.edu" <meames@csulb.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:06:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lee Eames meames@csulb.edu US
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"dlh42t@gmail.com" <dlh42t@gmail.com>

From: "dlh42t@gmail.com" <dlh42t@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:07:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Haskins dlh42t@gmail.com CA US
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"laurenlongfield21@gmail.com" <laurenlongfield21@gmail.com>

From: "laurenlongfield21@gmail.com" <laurenlongfield21@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:06:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lauren smith laurenlongfield21@gmail.com
US
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"ewx7@cdc.gov" <ewx7@cdc.gov>

From: "ewx7@cdc.gov" <ewx7@cdc.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:06:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet C ewx7@cdc.gov MD US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mumstheword52@gmail.com" <mumstheword52@gmail.com>

From: "mumstheword52@gmail.com" <mumstheword52@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:05:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Mutter mumstheword52@gmail.com
US
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"breedzubay1003@gmail.com" <breedzubay1003@gmail.com>

From: "breedzubay1003@gmail.com" <breedzubay1003@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:06:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bree Dzubay breedzubay1003@gmail.com
US
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"loren@lorenkahnpuppet.com" <loren@lorenkahnpuppet.com>

From: "loren@lorenkahnpuppet.com" <loren@lorenkahnpuppet.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:05:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Loren Kahn loren@lorenkahnpuppet.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sbarkley18@msn.com" <sbarkley18@msn.com>

From: "sbarkley18@msn.com" <sbarkley18@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:05:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Steve Barkley sbarkley18@msn.com US
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"foxymamas0485@gmail.com" <foxymamas0485@gmail.com>

From: "foxymamas0485@gmail.com" <foxymamas0485@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:04:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tina Andrade foxymamas0485@gmail.com
US
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"rosesbaby@comcast.net" <rosesbaby@comcast.net>

From: "rosesbaby@comcast.net" <rosesbaby@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:05:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine LaGrassa rosesbaby@comcast.net
US
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"kitodoherty@gmail.com" <kitodoherty@gmail.com>

From: "kitodoherty@gmail.com" <kitodoherty@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:05:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kit Odoherty kitodoherty@gmail.com US
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"sicheld@mail.montclair.edu" <sicheld@mail.montclair.edu>

From: "sicheld@mail.montclair.edu" <sicheld@mail.montclair.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:05:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, D Sichel sicheld@mail.montclair.edu US
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"gmilesb@att.net" <gmilesb@att.net>

From: "gmilesb@att.net" <gmilesb@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:05:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Miles Babcock gmilesb@att.net US
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"vivamh@msn.com" <vivamh@msn.com>

From: "vivamh@msn.com" <vivamh@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:06:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Adalberto Lopez vivamh@msn.com US
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"sheriffdeen@uwalumni.com" <sheriffdeen@uwalumni.com>

From: "sheriffdeen@uwalumni.com" <sheriffdeen@uwalumni.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:05:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah S sheriffdeen@uwalumni.com US
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"ellentdillon@hotmail.com" <ellentdillon@hotmail.com>

From: "ellentdillon@hotmail.com" <ellentdillon@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:06:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ellen Dillon ellentdillon@hotmail.com US
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"goth@ucsc.edu" <goth@ucsc.edu>

From: "goth@ucsc.edu" <goth@ucsc.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:05:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
have read about the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). I
fervently (!!) hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into
effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species
that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts
that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their
habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions
that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side
effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does
more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for
promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific
evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such
evidence is extremely limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of
trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing
for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the
global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of
Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly
promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: •
Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic,
sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal
welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement
suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. •
Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the
discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current
directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to
seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for
taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure
this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Virginia Jansen
goth@ucsc.edu US
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"merpriestley@gmail.com" <merpriestley@gmail.com>

From: "merpriestley@gmail.com" <merpriestley@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:05:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Meredith Priestley merpriestley@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"joniwooly@hotmail.com" <joniwooly@hotmail.com>

From: "joniwooly@hotmail.com" <joniwooly@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:05:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joni Woolard joniwooly@hotmail.com MO US
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"smith.aves@gmail.com" <smith.aves@gmail.com>

From: "smith.aves@gmail.com" <smith.aves@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:05:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Avery Smith smith.aves@gmail.com US
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"drush1.dr@gmail.com" <drush1.dr@gmail.com>

From: "drush1.dr@gmail.com" <drush1.dr@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:05:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dale Rush drush1.dr@gmail.com US
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"hghauri@student.ccc.edu" <hghauri@student.ccc.edu>

From: "hghauri@student.ccc.edu" <hghauri@student.ccc.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:04:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Hassan Ghauri hghauri@student.ccc.edu US
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"msumberg@comcast.net" <msumberg@comcast.net>

From: "msumberg@comcast.net" <msumberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:04:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marc Sumberg msumberg@comcast.net US
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"picknerfilms@sugarloaf.net" <picknerfilms@sugarloaf.net>

From: "picknerfilms@sugarloaf.net" <picknerfilms@sugarloaf.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:04:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Pickner picknerfilms@sugarloaf.net US
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"heatsekr1@gmail.com" <heatsekr1@gmail.com>

From: "heatsekr1@gmail.com" <heatsekr1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:04:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bill Bruder heatsekr1@gmail.com US
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"johndotcostello@gmail.com" <johndotcostello@gmail.com>

From: "johndotcostello@gmail.com" <johndotcostello@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:04:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Costello johndotcostello@gmail.com US
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"critters9@outlook.com" <critters9@outlook.com>

From: "critters9@outlook.com" <critters9@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:04:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Morgan critters9@outlook.com US
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"zmettger@verizon.net" <zmettger@verizon.net>

From: "zmettger@verizon.net" <zmettger@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:04:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Zak Mettger zmettger@verizon.net US
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"mhlis23@gmail.com" <mhlis23@gmail.com>

From: "mhlis23@gmail.com" <mhlis23@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:04:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Hlis mhlis23@gmail.com IL US
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"hrmarlin81@gmail.com" <hrmarlin81@gmail.com>

From: "hrmarlin81@gmail.com" <hrmarlin81@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:04:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Henry Marlin hrmarlin81@gmail.com US
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"dayal@southtampadogwalking.com"
<dayal@southtampadogwalking.com>

From: "dayal@southtampadogwalking.com"
<dayal@southtampadogwalking.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:04:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dayal Santosuosso
dayal@southtampadogwalking.com US
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"amymartinez4923@gmail.com" <amymartinez4923@gmail.com>

From: "amymartinez4923@gmail.com" <amymartinez4923@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:04:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Martinez amymartinez4923@gmail.com
US
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"poppyspencer@gmail.com" <poppyspencer@gmail.com>

From: "poppyspencer@gmail.com" <poppyspencer@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:03:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Steph Spencer poppyspencer@gmail.com
US
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"elissafilippo415@gmail.com" <elissafilippo415@gmail.com>

From: "elissafilippo415@gmail.com" <elissafilippo415@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:02:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elissa San filippo
elissafilippo415@gmail.com US
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"gsap123@hotmail.com" <gsap123@hotmail.com>

From: "gsap123@hotmail.com" <gsap123@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:03:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, GINA MARIE Sapanaro
gsap123@hotmail.com US
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"kinodaze@cox.net" <kinodaze@cox.net>

From: "kinodaze@cox.net" <kinodaze@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:03:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Parks kinodaze@cox.net US
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"cmslong70@gmail.com" <cmslong70@gmail.com>

From: "cmslong70@gmail.com" <cmslong70@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:02:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Long cmslong70@gmail.com MO US
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"andreasd@cox.net" <andreasd@cox.net>

From: "andreasd@cox.net" <andreasd@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:02:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andreas Dudda andreasd@cox.net US
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"jcoolahan@outlook.com" <jcoolahan@outlook.com>

From: "jcoolahan@outlook.com" <jcoolahan@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:03:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, mary coolahan jcoolahan@outlook.com US
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"butterflygirl5@att.net" <butterflygirl5@att.net>

From: "butterflygirl5@att.net" <butterflygirl5@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:03:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shawn Pierce butterflygirl5@att.net US
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"wheelstowork@bellsouth.net" <wheelstowork@bellsouth.net>

From: "wheelstowork@bellsouth.net" <wheelstowork@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:02:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brenda Hallman wheelstowork@bellsouth.net
US
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"Sadleshu@comcast.net" <Sadleshu@comcast.net>

From: "Sadleshu@comcast.net" <Sadleshu@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:03:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Guthlein Sadleshu@comcast.net US
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"donnahawaii@hotmail.com" <donnahawaii@hotmail.com>

From: "donnahawaii@hotmail.com" <donnahawaii@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:02:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Lynch donnahawaii@hotmail.com US
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"ridebuzz@charter.net" <ridebuzz@charter.net>

From: "ridebuzz@charter.net" <ridebuzz@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:03:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terry Andrews ridebuzz@charter.net US
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"crnickum@gmail.com" <crnickum@gmail.com>

From: "crnickum@gmail.com" <crnickum@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:02:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Nickum crnickum@gmail.com US
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"sasrichey@gmail.com" <sasrichey@gmail.com>

From: "sasrichey@gmail.com" <sasrichey@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:03:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Richey sasrichey@gmail.com US
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"pokoikemily@gmail.com" <pokoikemily@gmail.com>

From: "pokoikemily@gmail.com" <pokoikemily@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:03:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Emily Pokoik pokoikemily@gmail.com US
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"kayleigh_munro@hotmail.com" <kayleigh_munro@hotmail.com>

From: "kayleigh_munro@hotmail.com" <kayleigh_munro@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:02:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kayleigh Munro
kayleigh_munro@hotmail.com GB
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wolvertonhse@hotmail.com" <wolvertonhse@hotmail.com>

From: "wolvertonhse@hotmail.com" <wolvertonhse@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:02:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rosemary Craig wolvertonhse@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"frogluvr80@comcast.net" <frogluvr80@comcast.net>

From: "frogluvr80@comcast.net" <frogluvr80@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:02:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelly Zeek frogluvr80@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"colsgard@msn.com" <colsgard@msn.com>

From: "colsgard@msn.com" <colsgard@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:02:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Olsgard colsgard@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mcmurtreyjames@twc.com" <mcmurtreyjames@twc.com>

From: "mcmurtreyjames@twc.com" <mcmurtreyjames@twc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:03:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Mcmurtrey
mcmurtreyjames@twc.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mc.werner@hotmail.com" <mc.werner@hotmail.com>

From: "mc.werner@hotmail.com" <mc.werner@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:02:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Curry-werner
mc.werner@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"smoore@dhmhotels.com" <smoore@dhmhotels.com>

From: "smoore@dhmhotels.com" <smoore@dhmhotels.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:02:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacie Moore smoore@dhmhotels.com US
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"donnahaworth@gmail.com" <donnahaworth@gmail.com>

From: "donnahaworth@gmail.com" <donnahaworth@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:02:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Haworth donnahaworth@gmail.com
US
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"jschwantes@nyc.rr.com" <jschwantes@nyc.rr.com>

From: "jschwantes@nyc.rr.com" <jschwantes@nyc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:02:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith Schwantes jschwantes@nyc.rr.com
US
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"liveintheboonies@outlook.com" <liveintheboonies@outlook.com>

From: "liveintheboonies@outlook.com" <liveintheboonies@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:02:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lora Hamman liveintheboonies@outlook.com
US
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NO INTERNATIONAL WILDLIFE COUNCIL!!!!

Holly Smith <smithholly9279@gmail.com>

From: Holly Smith <smithholly9279@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:02:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: NO INTERNATIONAL WILDLIFE COUNCIL!!!!

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry.
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mombattle@hotmail.com" <mombattle@hotmail.com>

From: "mombattle@hotmail.com" <mombattle@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:01:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dorothy Battle mombattle@hotmail.com US
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"sassyrdr@hotmail.com" <sassyrdr@hotmail.com>

From: "sassyrdr@hotmail.com" <sassyrdr@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:01:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Schatzel sassyrdr@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"loulouwoodard@hotmail.com" <loulouwoodard@hotmail.com>

From: "loulouwoodard@hotmail.com" <loulouwoodard@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:01:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Kirchner loulouwoodard@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mkcb72@gmail.com" <mkcb72@gmail.com>

From: "mkcb72@gmail.com" <mkcb72@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:01:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Connolly mkcb72@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"catsdogsnroses@hotmail.com" <catsdogsnroses@hotmail.com>

From: "catsdogsnroses@hotmail.com" <catsdogsnroses@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:01:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, barbara poland
catsdogsnroses@hotmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"williamstrong1@cox.net" <williamstrong1@cox.net>

From: "williamstrong1@cox.net" <williamstrong1@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:01:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, w strong williamstrong1@cox.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bmorrell@citybloom.org" <bmorrell@citybloom.org>

From: "bmorrell@citybloom.org" <bmorrell@citybloom.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:01:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brian Morrell bmorrell@citybloom.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mycobert@gmail.com" <mycobert@gmail.com>

From: "mycobert@gmail.com" <mycobert@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:00:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Cobert mycobert@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kallynk@juno.com" <kallynk@juno.com>

From: "kallynk@juno.com" <kallynk@juno.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:00:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kallyn Krash kallynk@juno.com NY US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jdegrazio@gmail.com" <jdegrazio@gmail.com>

From: "jdegrazio@gmail.com" <jdegrazio@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:59:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jamie DeGrazio jdegrazio@gmail.com US
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"joanwsdixon@gmail.com" <joanwsdixon@gmail.com>

From: "joanwsdixon@gmail.com" <joanwsdixon@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:00:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joan Dixon joanwsdixon@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"cherrybelin@gmail.com" <cherrybelin@gmail.com>

From: "cherrybelin@gmail.com" <cherrybelin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:59:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cherry Baske cherrybelin@gmail.com US
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"mraymond19@msn.com" <mraymond19@msn.com>

From: "mraymond19@msn.com" <mraymond19@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:00:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marie Raymond mraymond19@msn.com US
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"domerpeg@gmail.com" <domerpeg@gmail.com>

From: "domerpeg@gmail.com" <domerpeg@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:00:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peggy Domer domerpeg@gmail.com PA US
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"jessicamar09@gmail.com" <jessicamar09@gmail.com>

From: "jessicamar09@gmail.com" <jessicamar09@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:59:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica Marinelli jessicamar09@gmail.com
US
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"nativesis@peoplepc.com" <nativesis@peoplepc.com>

From: "nativesis@peoplepc.com" <nativesis@peoplepc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:59:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colleen Carlyle nativesis@peoplepc.com US
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"renansnsantos2009@hotmail.com" <renansnsantos2009@hotmail.com>

From: "renansnsantos2009@hotmail.com"
<renansnsantos2009@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:59:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Renan Santos
renansnsantos2009@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"isabellachubb@mac.com" <isabellachubb@mac.com>

From: "isabellachubb@mac.com" <isabellachubb@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 14:00:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Isabella Chubb isabellachubb@mac.com US
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"carolynmurphey@centurylink.net" <carolynmurphey@centurylink.net>

From: "carolynmurphey@centurylink.net"
<carolynmurphey@centurylink.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:59:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolyn M Murphey
carolynmurphey@centurylink.net FL US
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"donaleekatz@gmail.com" <donaleekatz@gmail.com>

From: "donaleekatz@gmail.com" <donaleekatz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:59:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donalee Katz donaleekatz@gmail.com NY
US
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"finfeet1@comcast.net" <finfeet1@comcast.net>

From: "finfeet1@comcast.net" <finfeet1@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:59:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Brunson finfeet1@comcast.net US
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"capmind@optonline.net" <capmind@optonline.net>

From: "capmind@optonline.net" <capmind@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:59:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Weiss capmind@optonline.net US
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"pamawall@gmail.com" <pamawall@gmail.com>

From: "pamawall@gmail.com" <pamawall@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:59:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Wall pamawall@gmail.com CA US
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"hewitt@arrakis.es" <hewitt@arrakis.es>

From: "hewitt@arrakis.es" <hewitt@arrakis.es>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:59:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Hewitt hewitt@arrakis.es US
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"rrivellington@gmail.com" <rrivellington@gmail.com>

From: "rrivellington@gmail.com" <rrivellington@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:59:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rosemary Rivera rrivellington@gmail.com NJ
US
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"harsue@charter.net" <harsue@charter.net>

From: "harsue@charter.net" <harsue@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:58:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Harold Luxenburg harsue@charter.net OR
US
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"gayle-gallagher@comcast.net" <gayle-gallagher@comcast.net>

From: "gayle-gallagher@comcast.net" <gayle-gallagher@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:58:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gayle Gsllagher gayle-
gallagher@comcast.net US
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"jgrosso@septa.org" <jgrosso@septa.org>

From: "jgrosso@septa.org" <jgrosso@septa.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:58:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. YOUR ACTIONS AND THE TRUMP
ADMINISTRATION ARE DEPLORABLE!!! Sincerely, john grosso jgrosso@septa.org PA US
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"apindy2934@gmail.com" <apindy2934@gmail.com>

From: "apindy2934@gmail.com" <apindy2934@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:58:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Andersen apindy2934@gmail.com US
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"mrice@thinkus.net" <mrice@thinkus.net>

From: "mrice@thinkus.net" <mrice@thinkus.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:58:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Rice mrice@thinkus.net MN US
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"michaeldane0022@gmail.com" <michaeldane0022@gmail.com>

From: "michaeldane0022@gmail.com" <michaeldane0022@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:57:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, M Mullertz michaeldane0022@gmail.com US
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"jshep13@hotmail.com" <jshep13@hotmail.com>

From: "jshep13@hotmail.com" <jshep13@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:58:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jason Shepherd jshep13@hotmail.com US
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"michelecambere78@gmail.com" <michelecambere78@gmail.com>

From: "michelecambere78@gmail.com"
<michelecambere78@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:58:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michele Cambere
michelecambere78@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"2ndchancejohn@gmail.com" <2ndchancejohn@gmail.com>

From: "2ndchancejohn@gmail.com" <2ndchancejohn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:58:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Burt 2ndchancejohn@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"katherine.a.sayles@hotmail.com" <katherine.a.sayles@hotmail.com>

From: "katherine.a.sayles@hotmail.com"
<katherine.a.sayles@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:58:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katherine Sayles
katherine.a.sayles@hotmail.com US
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"marissakatera@gmail.com" <marissakatera@gmail.com>

From: "marissakatera@gmail.com" <marissakatera@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:58:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marissa Williford marissakatera@gmail.com
US
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"elinochek@gmail.com" <elinochek@gmail.com>

From: "elinochek@gmail.com" <elinochek@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:58:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elina Ivanov elinochek@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"greatspeller@hotmail.com" <greatspeller@hotmail.com>

From: "greatspeller@hotmail.com" <greatspeller@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:58:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, kim english greatspeller@hotmail.com US
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"spksea@gmail.com" <spksea@gmail.com>

From: "spksea@gmail.com" <spksea@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:57:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, J J spksea@gmail.com US
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"carlsona829@gmail.com" <carlsona829@gmail.com>

From: "carlsona829@gmail.com" <carlsona829@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:57:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alex Carlson carlsona829@gmail.com MO
US
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"traniellobobby@gmail.com" <traniellobobby@gmail.com>

From: "traniellobobby@gmail.com" <traniellobobby@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:57:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bobby Traniello traniellobobby@gmail.com
US
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"rocknlily1@gmail.com" <rocknlily1@gmail.com>

From: "rocknlily1@gmail.com" <rocknlily1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:58:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Penny Cully rocknlily1@gmail.com US
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"jeanheaps@comcast.net" <jeanheaps@comcast.net>

From: "jeanheaps@comcast.net" <jeanheaps@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:56:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barry Heaps jeanheaps@comcast.net US
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"teresawhetsell@charter.net" <teresawhetsell@charter.net>

From: "teresawhetsell@charter.net" <teresawhetsell@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:57:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Whetsell teresawhetsell@charter.net
US
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"taratrimmell@hotmail.com" <taratrimmell@hotmail.com>

From: "taratrimmell@hotmail.com" <taratrimmell@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:57:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tara Bartlett taratrimmell@hotmail.com US
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"chefscottshepherd@gmail.com" <chefscottshepherd@gmail.com>

From: "chefscottshepherd@gmail.com"
<chefscottshepherd@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:56:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Scott Shepherd
chefscottshepherd@gmail.com US
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"coralli@studiotelemaco.it" <coralli@studiotelemaco.it>

From: "coralli@studiotelemaco.it" <coralli@studiotelemaco.it>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:56:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bobbe Bramson coralli@studiotelemaco.it US
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"currieb7@gmail.com" <currieb7@gmail.com>

From: "currieb7@gmail.com" <currieb7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:56:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Currie Barron currieb7@gmail.com US
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"nemirowd@gmail.com" <nemirowd@gmail.com>

From: "nemirowd@gmail.com" <nemirowd@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:57:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Nemirow nemirowd@gmail.com US
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"bobmacnyc@gmail.com" <bobmacnyc@gmail.com>

From: "bobmacnyc@gmail.com" <bobmacnyc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:57:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Mcaleavy bobmacnyc@gmail.com US
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"tunaung@hotmail.com" <tunaung@hotmail.com>

From: "tunaung@hotmail.com" <tunaung@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:56:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tun Aung tunaung@hotmail.com US
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"nperk10195@hotmail.com" <nperk10195@hotmail.com>

From: "nperk10195@hotmail.com" <nperk10195@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:57:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Perkins nperk10195@hotmail.com TN
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"byoho@hotmail.com" <byoho@hotmail.com>

From: "byoho@hotmail.com" <byoho@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:56:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brad Yoho byoho@hotmail.com VA US
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"h.rex@cox.net" <h.rex@cox.net>

From: "h.rex@cox.net" <h.rex@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:57:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, h. hawkins h.rex@cox.net US
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"nancy.hanck@gmail.com" <nancy.hanck@gmail.com>

From: "nancy.hanck@gmail.com" <nancy.hanck@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Hanck nancy.hanck@gmail.com US
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"serenesirena@gmail.com" <serenesirena@gmail.com>

From: "serenesirena@gmail.com" <serenesirena@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, lisa Pezzella serenesirena@gmail.com US
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"sellnerster@gmail.com" <sellnerster@gmail.com>

From: "sellnerster@gmail.com" <sellnerster@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:56:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joseph Sellner sellnerster@gmail.com US
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"dana@caviarstar.com" <dana@caviarstar.com>

From: "dana@caviarstar.com" <dana@caviarstar.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:56:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dana Leavitt dana@caviarstar.com US
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"rzaunere@gmail.com" <rzaunere@gmail.com>

From: "rzaunere@gmail.com" <rzaunere@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:56:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Zaunere rzaunere@gmail.com US
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"pai2737@hotmail.com" <pai2737@hotmail.com>

From: "pai2737@hotmail.com" <pai2737@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:56:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pat Irwin pai2737@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mateo_h4@hotmail.com" <mateo_h4@hotmail.com>

From: "mateo_h4@hotmail.com" <mateo_h4@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:57:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Matthew Hagele mateo_h4@hotmail.com IA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jennstarr1971@gmail.com" <jennstarr1971@gmail.com>

From: "jennstarr1971@gmail.com" <jennstarr1971@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:56:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jenn Starr jennstarr1971@gmail.com US
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"cochrancosmocat@verizon.net" <cochrancosmocat@verizon.net>

From: "cochrancosmocat@verizon.net"
<cochrancosmocat@verizon.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:57:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jean G. Cochran
cochrancosmocat@verizon.net US
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"shannon.kelley1@gmail.com" <shannon.kelley1@gmail.com>

From: "shannon.kelley1@gmail.com" <shannon.kelley1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:57:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shannon Kelley shannon.kelley1@gmail.com
US
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"mannequincz@hotmail.com" <mannequincz@hotmail.com>

From: "mannequincz@hotmail.com" <mannequincz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:56:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Eggleston mannequincz@hotmail.com
US
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"davies.nancy@gmail.com" <davies.nancy@gmail.com>

From: "davies.nancy@gmail.com" <davies.nancy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:56:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Davies davies.nancy@gmail.com US
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"kharper06@gmail.com" <kharper06@gmail.com>

From: "kharper06@gmail.com" <kharper06@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:56:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelli Harper kharper06@gmail.com US
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"aladiane@msn.com" <aladiane@msn.com>

From: "aladiane@msn.com" <aladiane@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Al Hubbard aladiane@msn.com US
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"1sthomestexas@gmail.com" <1sthomestexas@gmail.com>

From: "1sthomestexas@gmail.com" <1sthomestexas@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Esqu 1sthomestexas@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"anne88@comcast.net" <anne88@comcast.net>

From: "anne88@comcast.net" <anne88@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anne Meenan anne88@comcast.net US
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"billiemckee@hotmail.com" <billiemckee@hotmail.com>

From: "billiemckee@hotmail.com" <billiemckee@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Billie Mckee billiemckee@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rfarschon@gotricounty.com" <rfarschon@gotricounty.com>

From: "rfarschon@gotricounty.com" <rfarschon@gotricounty.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robyn Farschon rfarschon@gotricounty.com
NC US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gerald@geraldbowman.de" <gerald@geraldbowman.de>

From: "gerald@geraldbowman.de" <gerald@geraldbowman.de>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gerald Bowman gerald@geraldbowman.de
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mattatia@hotmail.com" <mattatia@hotmail.com>

From: "mattatia@hotmail.com" <mattatia@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Adriana Mattatia mattatia@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jsrnov@swbell.net" <jsrnov@swbell.net>

From: "jsrnov@swbell.net" <jsrnov@swbell.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Sylvia Leyendecker jsrnov@swbell.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"doug.stopke@hotmail.com" <doug.stopke@hotmail.com>

From: "doug.stopke@hotmail.com" <doug.stopke@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Doug Stopke doug.stopke@hotmail.com MO
US



Conversation Contents
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"reachkaw@gmail.com" <reachkaw@gmail.com>

From: "reachkaw@gmail.com" <reachkaw@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Williams reachkaw@gmail.com US
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"moonstruck17@austin.rr.com" <moonstruck17@austin.rr.com>

From: "moonstruck17@austin.rr.com" <moonstruck17@austin.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeri Mcdonald moonstruck17@austin.rr.com
US
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"sjones4cats@gmail.com" <sjones4cats@gmail.com>

From: "sjones4cats@gmail.com" <sjones4cats@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Jones sjones4cats@gmail.com US
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"rak@chorus.net" <rak@chorus.net>

From: "rak@chorus.net" <rak@chorus.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rick Kimberley rak@chorus.net US
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"jwein1@nyc.rr.com" <jwein1@nyc.rr.com>

From: "jwein1@nyc.rr.com" <jwein1@nyc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacqueline Wein jwein1@nyc.rr.com US
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"tanya.danel@gmail.com" <tanya.danel@gmail.com>

From: "tanya.danel@gmail.com" <tanya.danel@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tanya Danel-rancer tanya.danel@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mjean2010@gmail.com" <mjean2010@gmail.com>

From: "mjean2010@gmail.com" <mjean2010@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melinda Ball mjean2010@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"laura.cicholski@gmail.com" <laura.cicholski@gmail.com>

From: "laura.cicholski@gmail.com" <laura.cicholski@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Cicholski laura.cicholski@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
rmeek568@hotmail.com

"rmeek568@hotmail.com" <rmeek568@hotmail.com>

From: "rmeek568@hotmail.com" <rmeek568@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:54:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: rmeek568@hotmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this Council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the Council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of Foreign Species that are
Threatened, Endangered, or otherwise Imperiled at the expense of Conservation efforts that
truly Improve Wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their
habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions
that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side
effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does
more Harm than Good to Wildlife and Wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for
promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of sound Economic and Scientific
Evidence vetted by Conservation Professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such
Evidence is extremely Limited and Controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of
trophies annually from animals Threatened with Extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing
for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the
global imports of Threatened Species. Further, a recent Nationwide poll showed that 87% of
Americans DON'T support hunting Endangered Species. In order to for this Council to truly
promote International Wildlife Conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: •
Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a Holistic,
Sustainable approach to Species Protection. • Ensure that Wildlife Conservation and Animal
Welfare groups both big and small have seats on the Council. As written, the DOI
announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by Wildlife focused
Representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has
NO place in the discussion for Conserving Unternational Wildlife Species. • Eliminate the
council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation
processes, and to seek “Regulatory Duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and
CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these
adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to International Wildlife Conservation aims.
Sincerely, Robert Meek rmeek568@hotmail.com UT US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"epiphanysyndicate@gmail.com" <epiphanysyndicate@gmail.com>

From: "epiphanysyndicate@gmail.com"
<epiphanysyndicate@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrew Levin epiphanysyndicate@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"timspeece7@gmail.com" <timspeece7@gmail.com>

From: "timspeece7@gmail.com" <timspeece7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:54:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tim Speece timspeece7@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"alcamarata@cfl.rr.com" <alcamarata@cfl.rr.com>

From: "alcamarata@cfl.rr.com" <alcamarata@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:55:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anna Camarata alcamarata@cfl.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"di.russo@verizon.net" <di.russo@verizon.net>

From: "di.russo@verizon.net" <di.russo@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:54:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donald Di Russo di.russo@verizon.net US



Conversation Contents
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"teresa.labella@storyteller30.com" <teresa.labella@storyteller30.com>

From: "teresa.labella@storyteller30.com"
<teresa.labella@storyteller30.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:54:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Labella
teresa.labella@storyteller30.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kearles@nilleslaw.com" <kearles@nilleslaw.com>

From: "kearles@nilleslaw.com" <kearles@nilleslaw.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:54:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Earles kearles@nilleslaw.com US
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"sjfischer@comcast.net" <sjfischer@comcast.net>

From: "sjfischer@comcast.net" <sjfischer@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:54:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: sjfischer@comcast.net

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joei Fische sjfischer@comcast.net NJ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rnemery@mhs.net" <rnemery@mhs.net>

From: "rnemery@mhs.net" <rnemery@mhs.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:54:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robin Nemery rnemery@mhs.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cprunhuber@gmail.com" <cprunhuber@gmail.com>

From: "cprunhuber@gmail.com" <cprunhuber@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:54:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Prunhuber cprunhuber@gmail.com FL
US
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"kelliepatzer@gmail.com" <kelliepatzer@gmail.com>

From: "kelliepatzer@gmail.com" <kelliepatzer@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:54:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kellie Patzer kelliepatzer@gmail.com US
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"stargazer2005@comcast.net" <stargazer2005@comcast.net>

From: "stargazer2005@comcast.net" <stargazer2005@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:53:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sally Mukai stargazer2005@comcast.net US
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"amberkmacias@gmail.com" <amberkmacias@gmail.com>

From: "amberkmacias@gmail.com" <amberkmacias@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:54:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amber Macias amberkmacias@gmail.com
US
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"robertaantognoni@gmail.com" <robertaantognoni@gmail.com>

From: "robertaantognoni@gmail.com" <robertaantognoni@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:54:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roberta Antognoni
robertaantognoni@gmail.com US
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"jdavy52@comcast.net" <jdavy52@comcast.net>

From: "jdavy52@comcast.net" <jdavy52@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:53:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith Ann Davy jdavy52@comcast.net US
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"k.mclaughlin95@gmail.com" <k.mclaughlin95@gmail.com>

From: "k.mclaughlin95@gmail.com" <k.mclaughlin95@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:53:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kyla Mclaughlin k.mclaughlin95@gmail.com
NY US
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"scottj@hampshirehooligans.com" <scottj@hampshirehooligans.com>

From: "scottj@hampshirehooligans.com"
<scottj@hampshirehooligans.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:53:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Scott Juslin scottj@hampshirehooligans.com
US
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"pjbonnington@comcast.net" <pjbonnington@comcast.net>

From: "pjbonnington@comcast.net" <pjbonnington@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:53:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joan Bonnington pjbonnington@comcast.net
US
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"elizabethlevy95@gmail.com" <elizabethlevy95@gmail.com>

From: "elizabethlevy95@gmail.com" <elizabethlevy95@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:52:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Levy elizabethlevy95@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gabrick333@gmail.com" <gabrick333@gmail.com>

From: "gabrick333@gmail.com" <gabrick333@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:53:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lorraine Cooperman gabrick333@gmail.com
NJ US
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"will@thewaronbugsbook.com" <will@thewaronbugsbook.com>

From: "will@thewaronbugsbook.com" <will@thewaronbugsbook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:52:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Will Allen will@thewaronbugsbook.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"shirlee_harrison@msn.com" <shirlee_harrison@msn.com>

From: "shirlee_harrison@msn.com" <shirlee_harrison@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:52:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shirlee Harrison shirlee_harrison@msn.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"1doorgunner@gmail.com" <1doorgunner@gmail.com>

From: "1doorgunner@gmail.com" <1doorgunner@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:52:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Mize 1doorgunner@gmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ann.pastorcich@lacity.org" <ann.pastorcich@lacity.org>

From: "ann.pastorcich@lacity.org" <ann.pastorcich@lacity.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:53:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Pastorcich ann.pastorcich@lacity.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dublinborn@comcast.net" <dublinborn@comcast.net>

From: "dublinborn@comcast.net" <dublinborn@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:53:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anne Curran dublinborn@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lorenapeynado@hotmail.com" <lorenapeynado@hotmail.com>

From: "lorenapeynado@hotmail.com" <lorenapeynado@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:52:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, lorena peinado lorenapeynado@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cmsrac16@outlook.com" <cmsrac16@outlook.com>

From: "cmsrac16@outlook.com" <cmsrac16@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:52:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Simmons cmsrac16@outlook.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"eccentric@pobox.com" <eccentric@pobox.com>

From: "eccentric@pobox.com" <eccentric@pobox.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:53:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Carstensen eccentric@pobox.com
US
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"cjoaquin@comcast.net" <cjoaquin@comcast.net>

From: "cjoaquin@comcast.net" <cjoaquin@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:53:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, claire joaquin cjoaquin@comcast.net CA US
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"harpgoddesskim@verizon.net" <harpgoddesskim@verizon.net>

From: "harpgoddesskim@verizon.net" <harpgoddesskim@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:52:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberly Agosti
harpgoddesskim@verizon.net US
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"caraciliberto@charter.net" <caraciliberto@charter.net>

From: "caraciliberto@charter.net" <caraciliberto@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:52:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cara Ciliberto caraciliberto@charter.net US
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"khaleesiclarke@gmail.com" <khaleesiclarke@gmail.com>

From: "khaleesiclarke@gmail.com" <khaleesiclarke@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:52:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Richards khaleesiclarke@gmail.com
US
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"eceja723@gmail.com" <eceja723@gmail.com>

From: "eceja723@gmail.com" <eceja723@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:51:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elena Ceja eceja723@gmail.com US
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"qtrbkkeeper@gmail.com" <qtrbkkeeper@gmail.com>

From: "qtrbkkeeper@gmail.com" <qtrbkkeeper@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:52:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susanna Ruiz qtrbkkeeper@gmail.com CA
US
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"rfauman@hotmail.com" <rfauman@hotmail.com>

From: "rfauman@hotmail.com" <rfauman@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:51:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rick Auman rfauman@hotmail.com US
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"robertaseward@comcast.net" <robertaseward@comcast.net>

From: "robertaseward@comcast.net" <robertaseward@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:52:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roberta Seward
robertaseward@comcast.net US
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"Elicelli@att.net" <Elicelli@att.net>

From: "Elicelli@att.net" <Elicelli@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:52:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eli Celli Elicelli@att.net NC US
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"meggan78@gmail.com" <meggan78@gmail.com>

From: "meggan78@gmail.com" <meggan78@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:52:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Meggan Leagones meggan78@gmail.com
US
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"swillis@okdrs.gov" <swillis@okdrs.gov>

From: "swillis@okdrs.gov" <swillis@okdrs.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:52:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sammie Willis swillis@okdrs.gov US
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"dovnjoe@gmail.com" <dovnjoe@gmail.com>

From: "dovnjoe@gmail.com" <dovnjoe@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:51:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Phyllis Crum dovnjoe@gmail.com US
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"smilingcats@att.net" <smilingcats@att.net>

From: "smilingcats@att.net" <smilingcats@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:51:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helen Smylie smilingcats@att.net US
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"vp_guerra@hotmail.com" <vp_guerra@hotmail.com>

From: "vp_guerra@hotmail.com" <vp_guerra@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:51:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, VP Guerra vp_guerra@hotmail.com US
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"berkach@ix.netcom.com" <berkach@ix.netcom.com>

From: "berkach@ix.netcom.com" <berkach@ix.netcom.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:51:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helen Berkach berkach@ix.netcom.com US
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"renloe@ytc.com" <renloe@ytc.com>

From: "renloe@ytc.com" <renloe@ytc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:51:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Richard Enloe renloe@ytc.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"madelynk2@optimum.net" <madelynk2@optimum.net>

From: "madelynk2@optimum.net" <madelynk2@optimum.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:51:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Madeline Kass madelynk2@optimum.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dataforc@gmail.com" <dataforc@gmail.com>

From: "dataforc@gmail.com" <dataforc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:51:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Jones dataforc@gmail.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mhuebner@bayland.net" <mhuebner@bayland.net>

From: "mhuebner@bayland.net" <mhuebner@bayland.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:51:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, MELISSA HUEBNER
mhuebner@bayland.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"priscagloor@gmail.com" <priscagloor@gmail.com>

From: "priscagloor@gmail.com" <priscagloor@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:51:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dr. Prisca Gloor priscagloor@gmail.com US
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"aasperslag@hotmail.com" <aasperslag@hotmail.com>

From: "aasperslag@hotmail.com" <aasperslag@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:50:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Agnes Asperslag aasperslag@hotmail.com
NL
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"carlanc60@hotmail.com" <carlanc60@hotmail.com>

From: "carlanc60@hotmail.com" <carlanc60@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carlton Russell carlanc60@hotmail.com US
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"yourauntbunny@comcast.net" <yourauntbunny@comcast.net>

From: "yourauntbunny@comcast.net" <yourauntbunny@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:50:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tim Thirkield yourauntbunny@comcast.net
US
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"rasalamone@verizon.net" <rasalamone@verizon.net>

From: "rasalamone@verizon.net" <rasalamone@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:50:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Richard Salamone rasalamone@verizon.net
MD US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"maureenryan212@hotmail.com" <maureenryan212@hotmail.com>

From: "maureenryan212@hotmail.com"
<maureenryan212@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:50:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maureen Ryan
maureenryan212@hotmail.com US
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Attention, please

"Lowery, Kathy" <Kathy.Lowery@asurion.com>

From: "Lowery, Kathy" <Kathy.Lowery@asurion.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:50:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Attention, please

Dear Mr. Winchell,
I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
Please help the endangered species & do the right thing!
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Lowery

This message (including any attachments) contains confidential and/or privileged information. It is intended for a specific individual and purpose and is
protected by law. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately and delete this message. Any disclosure, copying, or
distribution of this message, or the taking of any action based on it, is strictly prohibited. 

This message (including any attachments) contains confidential and/or privileged information. It is intended for a specific individual and purpose and is
protected by law. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately and delete this message. Any disclosure, copying, or
distribution of this message, or the taking of any action based on it, is strictly prohibited.
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"recyclegal@live.com" <recyclegal@live.com>

From: "recyclegal@live.com" <recyclegal@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:49:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia O. recyclegal@live.com US
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"mmiddendorf@scnky.org" <mmiddendorf@scnky.org>

From: "mmiddendorf@scnky.org" <mmiddendorf@scnky.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:50:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Middendorf mmiddendorf@scnky.org
US
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"jl47hope@gmail.com" <jl47hope@gmail.com>

From: "jl47hope@gmail.com" <jl47hope@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:50:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, julie levin jl47hope@gmail.com US
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"otterbridge@att.net" <otterbridge@att.net>

From: "otterbridge@att.net" <otterbridge@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:50:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly derives
benefits from and to the international wildlife conservation aims. I love animals and nature in
general. I see absolutely no benefit to the world in recreational/sport/trophy hunting, and 100%
harm to the environment and the balance of nature. Mother Nature is a wondrous gift from God.
Nature knows how to balance the numbers of plants and animals all by herself, provided
mankind will simply allow her to do it. I commend to you the study of nature documentaries
about the wolves of Yellowstone National Park, which are highly instructive. When wolves no
longer roamed Yellowstone, the whole ecosystem changed, and not for the better. When the
wolves were brought back, positive changes occurred. Wolves helped the flora and fauna of the
area to thrive. That's because the balance of omnivores, herbivores and carnivores is not
maintained when a species disappears. The wolves disappeared because men killed them off.



Now, after breeding programs, they are back. Hallelujah! Wolves are wonderful creatures, and
all dogs are descended from them. Lions, leopards, tigers, elephants, giraffes and rhinos are
highly endangered, because of their looks, for trophies and for so-called medicinal purposes:
some people, particularly in Asia, will consume powdered rhino horn or tiger penis soup, etc.,
because the phallic shape and vigor of the animal is thought to have aphrodisiac qualities. This
is sheer nonsense, of course. Rhino horns are related to hair and nails. There are many very
rare animal species that are still being hunted. They will become extinct if the hunting and illegal
poaching isn't stopped. The environment will suffer from that, and people who love animals will
suffer from that. To kill off God's creatures, the flora and fauna, is to abdicate our responsibility
to be good stewards of the earth, and for what? Momentary thrills by macho hunters? How
much more thrilling would it be, to bring back rare animals well away from the brink of extinction,
with enough numbers and variety in their gene pools to thrive and expand again? The
awesome, incredible wonder of the beauty of them living and thriving and helping to maintain
the balance of nature, would be thanks enough. Let true conservation be the honored rule of the
day. I would not want to tell future generations that species died out due to the short-sighted
selfishness and greed of hunters seeking thrills, when people knew better about conservation
and the sanctity of life. The more we learn about nature and animals and the environment, the
more we learn about ourselves. Thank you. P.S.: For animals to thrive, they need their habitats
to be preserved, as well. Beware of invasive plants and animals (including people), in the wrong
places, and clear-cutting forests to plant crops or entirely different trees, because they have
cash value somewhere else. This destroys habitats that the animals need to live. Parks and
sanctuaries must be preserved as nature intended, for the animals and plants to survive and
thrive. That means no hunting, drilling or mining, or felling trees, in or near them. Conservation
is not merely a "nice idea", it is imperative. The world would not be nearly as nice a good place
to live without conservation, and so far, the earth is all we've got. -- M.O. Sincerely, Mary
O'Brien otterbridge@att.net US
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"jf.rhodes@icloud.com" <jf.rhodes@icloud.com>

From: "jf.rhodes@icloud.com" <jf.rhodes@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:50:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith Rhodes jf.rhodes@icloud.com US
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"sbhearon@hotmail.com" <sbhearon@hotmail.com>

From: "sbhearon@hotmail.com" <sbhearon@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:50:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Hearon sbhearon@hotmail.com US
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"taboyd1010@gmail.com" <taboyd1010@gmail.com>

From: "taboyd1010@gmail.com" <taboyd1010@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:50:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Boyd taboyd1010@gmail.com US
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"denise.salamone@penfedrealty.com"
<denise.salamone@penfedrealty.com>

From: "denise.salamone@penfedrealty.com"
<denise.salamone@penfedrealty.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:49:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denise Salamone
denise.salamone@penfedrealty.com US
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"janeymac25@hotmail.com" <janeymac25@hotmail.com>

From: "janeymac25@hotmail.com" <janeymac25@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:50:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Macdonald janeymac25@hotmail.com
MA US
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"genieannino@msn.com" <genieannino@msn.com>

From: "genieannino@msn.com" <genieannino@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:50:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Genie Steger genieannino@msn.com US
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"may@vibezstudio.com" <may@vibezstudio.com>

From: "may@vibezstudio.com" <may@vibezstudio.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:49:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, May Friedman may@vibezstudio.com US
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"chevygirl25@gmail.com" <chevygirl25@gmail.com>

From: "chevygirl25@gmail.com" <chevygirl25@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:50:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Bohmsach chevygirl25@gmail.com
US
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"slacma@cox.net" <slacma@cox.net>

From: "slacma@cox.net" <slacma@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:49:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charly Arthur slacma@cox.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jmt65@me.com" <jmt65@me.com>

From: "jmt65@me.com" <jmt65@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:49:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanne Tyler jmt65@me.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"baronessvonsmith@hotmail.com" <baronessvonsmith@hotmail.com>

From: "baronessvonsmith@hotmail.com"
<baronessvonsmith@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:49:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melody Von Smith
baronessvonsmith@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jamiesanguinetti@hotmail.com" <jamiesanguinetti@hotmail.com>

From: "jamiesanguinetti@hotmail.com" <jamiesanguinetti@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:49:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jamie Sanguinetti
jamiesanguinetti@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"noushinsafaie@gmail.com" <noushinsafaie@gmail.com>

From: "noushinsafaie@gmail.com" <noushinsafaie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:49:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Noushin Safaie noushinsafaie@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"stalklily13@gmail.com" <stalklily13@gmail.com>

From: "stalklily13@gmail.com" <stalklily13@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:49:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lili Pelayo stalklily13@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"etvkv@comcast.net" <etvkv@comcast.net>

From: "etvkv@comcast.net" <etvkv@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:50:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, vaughna Vananda etvkv@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jenniferasato@gmail.com" <jenniferasato@gmail.com>

From: "jenniferasato@gmail.com" <jenniferasato@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:49:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, JENNIFER ASATO jenniferasato@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ethantax1234@gmail.com" <ethantax1234@gmail.com>

From: "ethantax1234@gmail.com" <ethantax1234@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:48:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ethan Zachadnyk ethantax1234@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"taniampinto@gmail.com" <taniampinto@gmail.com>

From: "taniampinto@gmail.com" <taniampinto@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:48:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tania Pinto taniampinto@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"marcelledc428@gmail.com" <marcelledc428@gmail.com>

From: "marcelledc428@gmail.com" <marcelledc428@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:48:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, cheryl brooke marcelledc428@gmail.com OH
US
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"fogartyc@att.net" <fogartyc@att.net>

From: "fogartyc@att.net" <fogartyc@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:48:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chris Fogarty fogartyc@att.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jpmahon@zoominternet.net" <jpmahon@zoominternet.net>

From: "jpmahon@zoominternet.net" <jpmahon@zoominternet.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:49:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Georgeanna Mahon
jpmahon@zoominternet.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"oceanmaplemaine@gmail.com" <oceanmaplemaine@gmail.com>

From: "oceanmaplemaine@gmail.com"
<oceanmaplemaine@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:48:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jaclyn Clark oceanmaplemaine@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fondawanda@earthlink.net" <fondawanda@earthlink.net>

From: "fondawanda@earthlink.net" <fondawanda@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:49:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeff Harris fondawanda@earthlink.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"guarascis@tmmc.org" <guarascis@tmmc.org>

From: "guarascis@tmmc.org" <guarascis@tmmc.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:48:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sophie Guarasci guarascis@tmmc.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bobbellamy@alliancesafety-inc.com" <bobbellamy@alliancesafety-
inc.com>

From: "bobbellamy@alliancesafety-inc.com"
<bobbellamy@alliancesafety-inc.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:48:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bob Bellamy bobbellamy@alliancesafety-
inc.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tallguycoughlin@hotmail.com" <tallguycoughlin@hotmail.com>

From: "tallguycoughlin@hotmail.com" <tallguycoughlin@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:48:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Coughlin tallguycoughlin@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pappynap@hotmail.com" <pappynap@hotmail.com>

From: "pappynap@hotmail.com" <pappynap@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:48:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chris Lewis pappynap@hotmail.com US
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"ray.bellamy@med.fsu.edu" <ray.bellamy@med.fsu.edu>

From: "ray.bellamy@med.fsu.edu" <ray.bellamy@med.fsu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:48:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ray Bellamy ray.bellamy@med.fsu.edu US
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"claygoddess541@gmail.com" <claygoddess541@gmail.com>

From: "claygoddess541@gmail.com" <claygoddess541@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:47:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Chischily claygoddess541@gmail.com
US
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"jay.govind@gmail.com" <jay.govind@gmail.com>

From: "jay.govind@gmail.com" <jay.govind@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:47:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jay Govind jay.govind@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dogpackutah@msn.com" <dogpackutah@msn.com>

From: "dogpackutah@msn.com" <dogpackutah@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:48:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bruce Gehrke dogpackutah@msn.com US
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"besshkisha@gmail.com" <besshkisha@gmail.com>

From: "besshkisha@gmail.com" <besshkisha@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:48:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bess Hsieh besshkisha@gmail.com US
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"rapidashgirl67.sh@gmail.com" <rapidashgirl67.sh@gmail.com>

From: "rapidashgirl67.sh@gmail.com" <rapidashgirl67.sh@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:47:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sherri Hensley rapidashgirl67.sh@gmail.com
MI US
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"cyndvm@gmail.com" <cyndvm@gmail.com>

From: "cyndvm@gmail.com" <cyndvm@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:47:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Lankenau cyndvm@gmail.com US
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"bkwandthecat@peoplepc.com" <bkwandthecat@peoplepc.com>

From: "bkwandthecat@peoplepc.com" <bkwandthecat@peoplepc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:47:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brenda Waters
bkwandthecat@peoplepc.com US
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"codyhoff85@gmail.com" <codyhoff85@gmail.com>

From: "codyhoff85@gmail.com" <codyhoff85@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:47:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cody Hoff codyhoff85@gmail.com US
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"jrensch3722@msn.com" <jrensch3722@msn.com>

From: "jrensch3722@msn.com" <jrensch3722@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:46:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pam Rensch jrensch3722@msn.com US
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"pattigray56@icloud.com" <pattigray56@icloud.com>

From: "pattigray56@icloud.com" <pattigray56@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:46:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patti Gray pattigray56@icloud.com PA US
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"chris@tricorealty.com" <chris@tricorealty.com>

From: "chris@tricorealty.com" <chris@tricorealty.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:46:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Olhats chris@tricorealty.com US
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"joanmullis@bellsouth.net" <joanmullis@bellsouth.net>

From: "joanmullis@bellsouth.net" <joanmullis@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:46:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joan Robinson joanmullis@bellsouth.net US
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"suemcknight@cox.net" <suemcknight@cox.net>

From: "suemcknight@cox.net" <suemcknight@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:46:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Mcknight suemcknight@cox.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kfmc64@gmail.com" <kfmc64@gmail.com>

From: "kfmc64@gmail.com" <kfmc64@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:46:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen McHendry kfmc64@gmail.com US
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"ssydnor-reed@mayerbrown.com" <ssydnor-reed@mayerbrown.com>

From: "ssydnor-reed@mayerbrown.com" <ssydnor-
reed@mayerbrown.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:46:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelley Sydnor ssydnor-
reed@mayerbrown.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Janet.grossner@gmail.com" <Janet.grossner@gmail.com>

From: "Janet.grossner@gmail.com" <Janet.grossner@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:46:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet Grossner Janet.grossner@gmail.com
PA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jppon4@comcast.net" <jppon4@comcast.net>

From: "jppon4@comcast.net" <jppon4@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:46:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joseph Ponisciak jppon4@comcast.net NJ
US
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"amylettman@hotmail.com" <amylettman@hotmail.com>

From: "amylettman@hotmail.com" <amylettman@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:45:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Lettman amylettman@hotmail.com US
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"greasy@tvscable.com" <greasy@tvscable.com>

From: "greasy@tvscable.com" <greasy@tvscable.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:45:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betty Hurley greasy@tvscable.com US



Conversation Contents
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"laurie1417@gmail.com" <laurie1417@gmail.com>

From: "laurie1417@gmail.com" <laurie1417@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurie Goshorn laurie1417@gmail.com US
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"palmerlila25@gmail.com" <palmerlila25@gmail.com>

From: "palmerlila25@gmail.com" <palmerlila25@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:46:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lila Pamer palmerlila25@gmail.com US
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"puff1@missouricom.com" <puff1@missouricom.com>

From: "puff1@missouricom.com" <puff1@missouricom.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:45:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, DIANA NICOLAS puff1@missouricom.com
MO US
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"apriljhandley@gmail.com" <apriljhandley@gmail.com>

From: "apriljhandley@gmail.com" <apriljhandley@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:45:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, April Handley apriljhandley@gmail.com US
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"pillii@hotmail.com" <pillii@hotmail.com>

From: "pillii@hotmail.com" <pillii@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:45:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pilar Leon pillii@hotmail.com US
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"mary@mightywebworks.com" <mary@mightywebworks.com>

From: "mary@mightywebworks.com" <mary@mightywebworks.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:46:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Burdis mary@mightywebworks.com US
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"getjune@optonline.net" <getjune@optonline.net>

From: "getjune@optonline.net" <getjune@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:45:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, June Getraer getjune@optonline.net US
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"arkrapf@hotmail.com" <arkrapf@hotmail.com>

From: "arkrapf@hotmail.com" <arkrapf@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:46:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ashley Krapf arkrapf@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"shirley@westwords2.com" <shirley@westwords2.com>

From: "shirley@westwords2.com" <shirley@westwords2.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:45:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shirley Mercado shirley@westwords2.com
US
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"mars269@att.net" <mars269@att.net>

From: "mars269@att.net" <mars269@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:45:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marilynn Russell mars269@att.net US
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"llamama14@gmail.com" <llamama14@gmail.com>

From: "llamama14@gmail.com" <llamama14@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:45:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandi Kirschnick llamama14@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jstewart@ronin.ii.net" <jstewart@ronin.ii.net>

From: "jstewart@ronin.ii.net" <jstewart@ronin.ii.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns & acting with integrity in a service beyond the financial gain of individuals. I urge
DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife
conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacqueline Stewart jstewart@ronin.ii.net NY US
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"carolsheehy@verizon.net" <carolsheehy@verizon.net>

From: "carolsheehy@verizon.net" <carolsheehy@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:45:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Sheehy carolsheehy@verizon.net US
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"melindafisher0308@gmail.com" <melindafisher0308@gmail.com>

From: "melindafisher0308@gmail.com"
<melindafisher0308@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melinda Fisher
melindafisher0308@gmail.com US
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"katie_hardin_07@hotmail.com" <katie_hardin_07@hotmail.com>

From: "katie_hardin_07@hotmail.com" <katie_hardin_07@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, KATIE PARKER
katie_hardin_07@hotmail.com AR US
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"ps_law@msn.com" <ps_law@msn.com>

From: "ps_law@msn.com" <ps_law@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Schmitz ps_law@msn.com US
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"mwilson@myfumc.org" <mwilson@myfumc.org>

From: "mwilson@myfumc.org" <mwilson@myfumc.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:45:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marianne Wilson mwilson@myfumc.org US
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"cindylew.cb@gmail.com" <cindylew.cb@gmail.com>

From: "cindylew.cb@gmail.com" <cindylew.cb@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:45:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Barnes cindylew.cb@gmail.com US
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"vacoburn@comcast.net" <vacoburn@comcast.net>

From: "vacoburn@comcast.net" <vacoburn@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:45:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Victoria Coburn vacoburn@comcast.net MA
US
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"janahair@hotmail.com" <janahair@hotmail.com>

From: "janahair@hotmail.com" <janahair@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jana Hair janahair@hotmail.com US
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"tapweaver@gmail.com" <tapweaver@gmail.com>

From: "tapweaver@gmail.com" <tapweaver@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:45:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, GerriAnn Lockman tapweaver@gmail.com
TN US
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"marywalsh76@hotmail.com" <marywalsh76@hotmail.com>

From: "marywalsh76@hotmail.com" <marywalsh76@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:45:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Walsh marywalsh76@hotmail.com US
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"briarrose@bright.net" <briarrose@bright.net>

From: "briarrose@bright.net" <briarrose@bright.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:45:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marishka Wile briarrose@bright.net US
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"abitner@gmail.com" <abitner@gmail.com>

From: "abitner@gmail.com" <abitner@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, A Bit abitner@gmail.com US
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"cbreipohl@bresnan.net" <cbreipohl@bresnan.net>

From: "cbreipohl@bresnan.net" <cbreipohl@bresnan.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Breipohl-bue cbreipohl@bresnan.net
US
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"nursenoknees@gmail.com" <nursenoknees@gmail.com>

From: "nursenoknees@gmail.com" <nursenoknees@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marylis Saltzmannn
nursenoknees@gmail.com US
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"sbowles@calwelllaw.com" <sbowles@calwelllaw.com>

From: "sbowles@calwelllaw.com" <sbowles@calwelllaw.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sherry Bowles sbowles@calwelllaw.com US
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"atucker@higginbotham.net" <atucker@higginbotham.net>

From: "atucker@higginbotham.net" <atucker@higginbotham.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:43:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anne Tucker atucker@higginbotham.net US
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"karensimages@comcast.net" <karensimages@comcast.net>

From: "karensimages@comcast.net" <karensimages@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Hartman karensimages@comcast.net
US
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"mamabear6198@gmail.com" <mamabear6198@gmail.com>

From: "mamabear6198@gmail.com" <mamabear6198@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:43:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patrice Finkelstein
mamabear6198@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mea.p300@gmail.com" <mea.p300@gmail.com>

From: "mea.p300@gmail.com" <mea.p300@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mike Anderson mea.p300@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lekoehler@cps.edu" <lekoehler@cps.edu>

From: "lekoehler@cps.edu" <lekoehler@cps.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:43:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Koehler lekoehler@cps.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kamin@jfmd.org" <kamin@jfmd.org>

From: "kamin@jfmd.org" <kamin@jfmd.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:43:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Kamin kamin@jfmd.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"danogiants@msn.com" <danogiants@msn.com>

From: "danogiants@msn.com" <danogiants@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dan O'leary danogiants@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jeannie3983@hotmail.com" <jeannie3983@hotmail.com>

From: "jeannie3983@hotmail.com" <jeannie3983@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeannie Klein jeannie3983@hotmail.com MD
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"monarch_video@verizon.net" <monarch_video@verizon.net>

From: "monarch_video@verizon.net" <monarch_video@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrew Schmetterling
monarch_video@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"judy.mcshane@nemoves.com" <judy.mcshane@nemoves.com>

From: "judy.mcshane@nemoves.com" <judy.mcshane@nemoves.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Mcshane judy.mcshane@nemoves.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lmontanus@gmail.com" <lmontanus@gmail.com>

From: "lmontanus@gmail.com" <lmontanus@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:43:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Montanus lmontanus@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cdbattis@gmail.com" <cdbattis@gmail.com>

From: "cdbattis@gmail.com" <cdbattis@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, CHRIS BATTIS cdbattis@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"darlene.stewart@va.gov" <darlene.stewart@va.gov>

From: "darlene.stewart@va.gov" <darlene.stewart@va.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, DARLENE STEWART
darlene.stewart@va.gov US
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"elizabethbruns79@hotmail.com" <elizabethbruns79@hotmail.com>

From: "elizabethbruns79@hotmail.com"
<elizabethbruns79@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Publicover
elizabethbruns79@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"louisefung@hotmail.com" <louisefung@hotmail.com>

From: "louisefung@hotmail.com" <louisefung@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:43:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Louise Fung louisefung@hotmail.com US
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"tpeterson68@gmail.com" <tpeterson68@gmail.com>

From: "tpeterson68@gmail.com" <tpeterson68@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anthony Peterson tpeterson68@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nalbino@nc.rr.com" <nalbino@nc.rr.com>

From: "nalbino@nc.rr.com" <nalbino@nc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:43:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, nancy albino nalbino@nc.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lisarocha62@icloud.com" <lisarocha62@icloud.com>

From: "lisarocha62@icloud.com" <lisarocha62@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Rocha lisarocha62@icloud.com US
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"chellecherie@gmail.com" <chellecherie@gmail.com>

From: "chellecherie@gmail.com" <chellecherie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:43:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Mcdowell chellecherie@gmail.com
US
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"nevav18@gmail.com" <nevav18@gmail.com>

From: "nevav18@gmail.com" <nevav18@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:43:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Geneva Vasquez nevav18@gmail.com OR
US
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"mustangminnie@windstream.net" <mustangminnie@windstream.net>

From: "mustangminnie@windstream.net"
<mustangminnie@windstream.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:43:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolyn Frederick
mustangminnie@windstream.net US
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"flo82@live.com" <flo82@live.com>

From: "flo82@live.com" <flo82@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:43:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Flo Vehbi flo82@live.com US
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"mrlynker1@gmail.com" <mrlynker1@gmail.com>

From: "mrlynker1@gmail.com" <mrlynker1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marilyn Kerins mrlynker1@gmail.com US
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"nellsands7@gmail.com" <nellsands7@gmail.com>

From: "nellsands7@gmail.com" <nellsands7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helen Goodspeed nellsands7@gmail.com
US
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"lynda1331@gmail.com" <lynda1331@gmail.com>

From: "lynda1331@gmail.com" <lynda1331@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:42:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynda Alba lynda1331@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"shartford@embarqmail.com" <shartford@embarqmail.com>

From: "shartford@embarqmail.com" <shartford@embarqmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:42:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Hartford shartford@embarqmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"julie954@copper.net" <julie954@copper.net>

From: "julie954@copper.net" <julie954@copper.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:44:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Monaghan julie954@copper.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jamarshall13@optimum.net" <jamarshall13@optimum.net>

From: "jamarshall13@optimum.net" <jamarshall13@optimum.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:42:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith Marshall jamarshall13@optimum.net
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kc.gmen@gmail.com" <kc.gmen@gmail.com>

From: "kc.gmen@gmail.com" <kc.gmen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:42:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kenny Cohen kc.gmen@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"martha@silverheelproductions.com"
<martha@silverheelproductions.com>

From: "martha@silverheelproductions.com"
<martha@silverheelproductions.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:42:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Martha Perez
martha@silverheelproductions.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"laishelley@hotmail.com" <laishelley@hotmail.com>

From: "laishelley@hotmail.com" <laishelley@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:42:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelley Lai laishelley@hotmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"debra.lee.powell@gmail.com" <debra.lee.powell@gmail.com>

From: "debra.lee.powell@gmail.com" <debra.lee.powell@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:42:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Powell debra.lee.powell@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dellison@shipperswarehouse.com" <dellison@shipperswarehouse.com>

From: "dellison@shipperswarehouse.com"
<dellison@shipperswarehouse.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:42:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Darlene Ellison
dellison@shipperswarehouse.com US
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"dkcgill@gmail.com" <dkcgill@gmail.com>

From: "dkcgill@gmail.com" <dkcgill@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:42:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Gill dkcgill@gmail.com US
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"fcasagran@roadrunner.com" <fcasagran@roadrunner.com>

From: "fcasagran@roadrunner.com" <fcasagran@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:41:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Federico Casagran
fcasagran@roadrunner.com US
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"joyceluvscats@gmail.com" <joyceluvscats@gmail.com>

From: "joyceluvscats@gmail.com" <joyceluvscats@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:41:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joyce Bliefernich joyceluvscats@gmail.com
US
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"jjoun1982@gmail.com" <jjoun1982@gmail.com>

From: "jjoun1982@gmail.com" <jjoun1982@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:41:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Kim jjoun1982@gmail.com US
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"damico101@hotmail.com" <damico101@hotmail.com>

From: "damico101@hotmail.com" <damico101@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:41:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anna Damico damico101@hotmail.com US
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"raymont@cityofrochester.gov" <raymont@cityofrochester.gov>

From: "raymont@cityofrochester.gov" <raymont@cityofrochester.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:41:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Timothy Raymond
raymont@cityofrochester.gov NY US
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"pdb12@att.net" <pdb12@att.net>

From: "pdb12@att.net" <pdb12@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:41:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Blair pdb12@att.net US
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"teddiebcollector@gmail.com" <teddiebcollector@gmail.com>

From: "teddiebcollector@gmail.com" <teddiebcollector@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:41:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Strieter teddiebcollector@gmail.com US
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"stormbirds@earthlink.net" <stormbirds@earthlink.net>

From: "stormbirds@earthlink.net" <stormbirds@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:41:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Suzanne Selby stormbirds@earthlink.net CA
US
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"marygrove426@gmail.com" <marygrove426@gmail.com>

From: "marygrove426@gmail.com" <marygrove426@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:41:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Sizemore marygrove426@gmail.com
US
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"mikeandliz@verizon.net" <mikeandliz@verizon.net>

From: "mikeandliz@verizon.net" <mikeandliz@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:41:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Liz Mahony mikeandliz@verizon.net US
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"normansheetz@gmail.com" <normansheetz@gmail.com>

From: "normansheetz@gmail.com" <normansheetz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:40:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Norman Sheetz normansheetz@gmail.com
US
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"ecook529@comcast.net" <ecook529@comcast.net>

From: "ecook529@comcast.net" <ecook529@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:40:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eryn Cook ecook529@comcast.net US
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"skdb1@hotmail.com" <skdb1@hotmail.com>

From: "skdb1@hotmail.com" <skdb1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:40:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Beningo skdb1@hotmail.com US
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"cburri1967@gmail.com" <cburri1967@gmail.com>

From: "cburri1967@gmail.com" <cburri1967@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carrie Burri cburri1967@gmail.com US
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"revljm@q.com" <revljm@q.com>

From: "revljm@q.com" <revljm@q.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:41:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lee Milligan revljm@q.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"craha@stblaw.com" <craha@stblaw.com>

From: "craha@stblaw.com" <craha@stblaw.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:41:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Raha craha@stblaw.com US
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"bad81548@gmail.com" <bad81548@gmail.com>

From: "bad81548@gmail.com" <bad81548@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:40:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bethany Dusenberry bad81548@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rwalker14@cfl.rr.com" <rwalker14@cfl.rr.com>

From: "rwalker14@cfl.rr.com" <rwalker14@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:40:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Randy Walker rwalker14@cfl.rr.com US
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"guberer@comcast.net" <guberer@comcast.net>

From: "guberer@comcast.net" <guberer@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:40:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cathy Antonelli guberer@comcast.net US
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"bobgendron@mindspring.com" <bobgendron@mindspring.com>

From: "bobgendron@mindspring.com" <bobgendron@mindspring.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:40:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bob Gendron bobgendron@mindspring.com
US
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"jamiebryan@msn.com" <jamiebryan@msn.com>

From: "jamiebryan@msn.com" <jamiebryan@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:41:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jamie Bryan jamiebryan@msn.com US
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"susankales@gmail.com" <susankales@gmail.com>

From: "susankales@gmail.com" <susankales@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Kales susankales@gmail.com US
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"ginapaone68@gmail.com" <ginapaone68@gmail.com>

From: "ginapaone68@gmail.com" <ginapaone68@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gina Paone ginapaone68@gmail.com US
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"queenlib@gmail.com" <queenlib@gmail.com>

From: "queenlib@gmail.com" <queenlib@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, S.L. Johnson queenlib@gmail.com US
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"berg.mike@ca.rr.com" <berg.mike@ca.rr.com>

From: "berg.mike@ca.rr.com" <berg.mike@ca.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mike Berg berg.mike@ca.rr.com US
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"edward@sportea.com" <edward@sportea.com>

From: "edward@sportea.com" <edward@sportea.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Edward Cowan edward@sportea.com US
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"saraschack@me.com" <saraschack@me.com>

From: "saraschack@me.com" <saraschack@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sara Schack saraschack@me.com US
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"supahh@juno.com" <supahh@juno.com>

From: "supahh@juno.com" <supahh@juno.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, B C supahh@juno.com VA US
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"gib718@hotmail.com" <gib718@hotmail.com>

From: "gib718@hotmail.com" <gib718@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jason Gibson gib718@hotmail.com US
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"cindyhaas77@gmail.com" <cindyhaas77@gmail.com>

From: "cindyhaas77@gmail.com" <cindyhaas77@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Haas cindyhaas77@gmail.com US
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"dinac@johnpaulpet.com" <dinac@johnpaulpet.com>

From: "dinac@johnpaulpet.com" <dinac@johnpaulpet.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dina Capra dinac@johnpaulpet.com US
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"kathyhoward@earthlink.net" <kathyhoward@earthlink.net>

From: "kathyhoward@earthlink.net" <kathyhoward@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, K Howard kathyhoward@earthlink.net US
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"kdisidoro@comcast.net" <kdisidoro@comcast.net>

From: "kdisidoro@comcast.net" <kdisidoro@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Disidoro kdisidoro@comcast.net US
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"dlmoyers2@hotmail.com" <dlmoyers2@hotmail.com>

From: "dlmoyers2@hotmail.com" <dlmoyers2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Delma Moyers dlmoyers2@hotmail.com US
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"jennifercaley76@gmail.com" <jennifercaley76@gmail.com>

From: "jennifercaley76@gmail.com" <jennifercaley76@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Caley jennifercaley76@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"laurabeikman@att.net" <laurabeikman@att.net>

From: "laurabeikman@att.net" <laurabeikman@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Beikman laurabeikman@att.net US
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"mistscrub@twlakes.net" <mistscrub@twlakes.net>

From: "mistscrub@twlakes.net" <mistscrub@twlakes.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Voehringer mistscrub@twlakes.net US
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"kfwphotographer@gmail.com" <kfwphotographer@gmail.com>

From: "kfwphotographer@gmail.com" <kfwphotographer@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karin Whittemore
kfwphotographer@gmail.com US
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"dana@barbarhairtools.com" <dana@barbarhairtools.com>

From: "dana@barbarhairtools.com" <dana@barbarhairtools.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dana Baker dana@barbarhairtools.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sallypuzyn@gmail.com" <sallypuzyn@gmail.com>

From: "sallypuzyn@gmail.com" <sallypuzyn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Puzyn sallypuzyn@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nancyjsiebert@gmail.com" <nancyjsiebert@gmail.com>

From: "nancyjsiebert@gmail.com" <nancyjsiebert@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:38:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, nancy siebert nancyjsiebert@gmail.com US
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"slolson@gmail.com" <slolson@gmail.com>

From: "slolson@gmail.com" <slolson@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:38:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheryl Olson slolson@gmail.com MI US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gaylelpeterson@icloud.com" <gaylelpeterson@icloud.com>

From: "gaylelpeterson@icloud.com" <gaylelpeterson@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:37:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gayle Peterson gaylelpeterson@icloud.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"daniel.lenyo@brighthorizons.com" <daniel.lenyo@brighthorizons.com>

From: "daniel.lenyo@brighthorizons.com"
<daniel.lenyo@brighthorizons.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:38:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, daniel lenyo
daniel.lenyo@brighthorizons.com MA US



Conversation Contents
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"absher@phxhs.k12.az.us" <absher@phxhs.k12.az.us>

From: "absher@phxhs.k12.az.us" <absher@phxhs.k12.az.us>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:38:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Absher absher@phxhs.k12.az.us
US
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"shelleyerollins@gmail.com" <shelleyerollins@gmail.com>

From: "shelleyerollins@gmail.com" <shelleyerollins@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:39:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelley Rollins shelleyerollins@gmail.com
US
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"villanidm@hotmail.com" <villanidm@hotmail.com>

From: "villanidm@hotmail.com" <villanidm@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:37:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melinda Villani villanidm@hotmail.com US
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"virginia.lee@comcast.net" <virginia.lee@comcast.net>

From: "virginia.lee@comcast.net" <virginia.lee@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:37:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, C Virginia Lee virginia.lee@comcast.net US
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"allisondart@gmail.com" <allisondart@gmail.com>

From: "allisondart@gmail.com" <allisondart@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:38:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Allison Dart allisondart@gmail.com US
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"rshifman@umich.edu" <rshifman@umich.edu>

From: "rshifman@umich.edu" <rshifman@umich.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:37:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rachel Shifman rshifman@umich.edu US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"maryrayes@san.rr.com" <maryrayes@san.rr.com>

From: "maryrayes@san.rr.com" <maryrayes@san.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:38:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Rayes maryrayes@san.rr.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rwselch@gmail.com" <rwselch@gmail.com>

From: "rwselch@gmail.com" <rwselch@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:38:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ruthie Selch rwselch@gmail.com CO US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"martha_glock@cox.net" <martha_glock@cox.net>

From: "martha_glock@cox.net" <martha_glock@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:37:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Martha Glock martha_glock@cox.net VA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lolo2636@verizon.net" <lolo2636@verizon.net>

From: "lolo2636@verizon.net" <lolo2636@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:37:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, lois lommel lolo2636@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cheryl.gabelmann@att.net" <cheryl.gabelmann@att.net>

From: "cheryl.gabelmann@att.net" <cheryl.gabelmann@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:38:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cheryl Gabelmann
cheryl.gabelmann@att.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"john@johnalindsay.com" <john@johnalindsay.com>

From: "john@johnalindsay.com" <john@johnalindsay.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:37:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Lindsay john@johnalindsay.com CO US



Conversation Contents
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"mjfern6@hotmail.com" <mjfern6@hotmail.com>

From: "mjfern6@hotmail.com" <mjfern6@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:37:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Matt Fernandez mjfern6@hotmail.com US
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"caradea9@gmail.com" <caradea9@gmail.com>

From: "caradea9@gmail.com" <caradea9@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lori Rodriguez caradea9@gmail.com US
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"lorih@campbell-hogue.com" <lorih@campbell-hogue.com>

From: "lorih@campbell-hogue.com" <lorih@campbell-hogue.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lori Huotari lorih@campbell-hogue.com US
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"sastans@gmail.com" <sastans@gmail.com>

From: "sastans@gmail.com" <sastans@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Stansfield sastans@gmail.com NY
US
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"donald.zwick@comcast.net" <donald.zwick@comcast.net>

From: "donald.zwick@comcast.net" <donald.zwick@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:37:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jody Zwick donald.zwick@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
DO THE RIGHT THING. ANIMALS AREN'T HERE FOR US TO KILL!!l

"pawtink@gmail.com" <pawtink@gmail.com>

From: "pawtink@gmail.com" <pawtink@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:37:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: DO THE RIGHT THING. ANIMALS AREN'T HERE FOR US TO
KILL!!l

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Wood Vraspir pawtink@gmail.com
US
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"leasha@comcast.net" <leasha@comcast.net>

From: "leasha@comcast.net" <leasha@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:37:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leasha Mccoy leasha@comcast.net US
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"njkimmie@gmail.com" <njkimmie@gmail.com>

From: "njkimmie@gmail.com" <njkimmie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kim Thiel njkimmie@gmail.com US
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"nicole007007@gmail.com" <nicole007007@gmail.com>

From: "nicole007007@gmail.com" <nicole007007@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicole Hoekstra nicole007007@gmail.com
US
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"cassidy_32374@hotmail.com" <cassidy_32374@hotmail.com>

From: "cassidy_32374@hotmail.com" <cassidy_32374@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marisa Hutchinson
cassidy_32374@hotmail.com US
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"sjstill@cox.net" <sjstill@cox.net>

From: "sjstill@cox.net" <sjstill@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Still sjstill@cox.net US
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"jeff_saunders1978@hotmail.com" <jeff_saunders1978@hotmail.com>

From: "jeff_saunders1978@hotmail.com"
<jeff_saunders1978@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeff Saunders
jeff_saunders1978@hotmail.com US
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"adamkaplan@cox.net" <adamkaplan@cox.net>

From: "adamkaplan@cox.net" <adamkaplan@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, adam kaplan adamkaplan@cox.net US
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"jace@casinojobcenter.com" <jace@casinojobcenter.com>

From: "jace@casinojobcenter.com" <jace@casinojobcenter.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jace Mande jace@casinojobcenter.com US
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"croley46@gmail.com" <croley46@gmail.com>

From: "croley46@gmail.com" <croley46@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tiffany Jones croley46@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"katie.keating@rochester.edu" <katie.keating@rochester.edu>

From: "katie.keating@rochester.edu" <katie.keating@rochester.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katie Keating katie.keating@rochester.edu
US
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"esequeira12@hotmail.com" <esequeira12@hotmail.com>

From: "esequeira12@hotmail.com" <esequeira12@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:34:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erick Sequeira esequeira12@hotmail.com
US
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"bjnicholas53@gmail.com" <bjnicholas53@gmail.com>

From: "bjnicholas53@gmail.com" <bjnicholas53@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roxanne Nicholas bjnicholas53@gmail.com
US
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"greglock4@gmail.com" <greglock4@gmail.com>

From: "greglock4@gmail.com" <greglock4@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:35:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Greg Abernathy greglock4@gmail.com US
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"bhubbard@fullerton.edu" <bhubbard@fullerton.edu>

From: "bhubbard@fullerton.edu" <bhubbard@fullerton.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Benjamin Hubbard bhubbard@fullerton.edu
US
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"libertyrealty547@gmail.com" <libertyrealty547@gmail.com>

From: "libertyrealty547@gmail.com" <libertyrealty547@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Yolanda Saldana libertyrealty547@gmail.com
CA US
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"cathy.haines1212@gmail.com" <cathy.haines1212@gmail.com>

From: "cathy.haines1212@gmail.com" <cathy.haines1212@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:34:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cathy Haines cathy.haines1212@gmail.com
US
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"brendatoys@roadrunner.com" <brendatoys@roadrunner.com>

From: "brendatoys@roadrunner.com" <brendatoys@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. PLEASE STOP TROPHY HUNTING. Sincerely, Brenda
Hardin brendatoys@roadrunner.com US
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"jasonsteadmon@hotmail.com" <jasonsteadmon@hotmail.com>

From: "jasonsteadmon@hotmail.com" <jasonsteadmon@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jason Steadmon
jasonsteadmon@hotmail.com NV US
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"olga.feider@gmail.com" <olga.feider@gmail.com>

From: "olga.feider@gmail.com" <olga.feider@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Olga Feider olga.feider@gmail.com US
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"marlena_tzakis@aurora.org" <marlena_tzakis@aurora.org>

From: "marlena_tzakis@aurora.org" <marlena_tzakis@aurora.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:35:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marlena Tzakis marlena_tzakis@aurora.org
WI US
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"scott.c.gibson@wv.gov" <scott.c.gibson@wv.gov>

From: "scott.c.gibson@wv.gov" <scott.c.gibson@wv.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:35:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Scott Gibson scott.c.gibson@wv.gov WV US
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"camiarrow@gmail.com" <camiarrow@gmail.com>

From: "camiarrow@gmail.com" <camiarrow@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:35:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cami Aronowitz camiarrow@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jhanley3@hotmail.com" <jhanley3@hotmail.com>

From: "jhanley3@hotmail.com" <jhanley3@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:34:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanene Hanley jhanley3@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dcmra53@hawaii.rr.com" <dcmra53@hawaii.rr.com>

From: "dcmra53@hawaii.rr.com" <dcmra53@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:34:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Delia Almares dcmra53@hawaii.rr.com US
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"cindy.fitzpatrick@capitalcarpetsinc.com"
<cindy.fitzpatrick@capitalcarpetsinc.com>

From: "cindy.fitzpatrick@capitalcarpetsinc.com"
<cindy.fitzpatrick@capitalcarpetsinc.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:34:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Fitzpatrick
cindy.fitzpatrick@capitalcarpetsinc.com MD US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"donnydonothing@lycos.com" <donnydonothing@lycos.com>

From: "donnydonothing@lycos.com" <donnydonothing@lycos.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:34:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donald Le Ber donnydonothing@lycos.com
US
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"vorbex@prontomail.com" <vorbex@prontomail.com>

From: "vorbex@prontomail.com" <vorbex@prontomail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:34:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tina Vorbeck vorbex@prontomail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"joshsarah@optonline.net" <joshsarah@optonline.net>

From: "joshsarah@optonline.net" <joshsarah@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:34:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Rose joshsarah@optonline.net US
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"pudin14e@gmail.com" <pudin14e@gmail.com>

From: "pudin14e@gmail.com" <pudin14e@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:34:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jan Fortini pudin14e@gmail.com NV US
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"hrr62@hotmail.com" <hrr62@hotmail.com>

From: "hrr62@hotmail.com" <hrr62@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:34:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carmel Rooney hrr62@hotmail.com CO US
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"krisrevie@gmail.com" <krisrevie@gmail.com>

From: "krisrevie@gmail.com" <krisrevie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:34:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kris Revie krisrevie@gmail.com US
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"debbie@desert.com" <debbie@desert.com>

From: "debbie@desert.com" <debbie@desert.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:32:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Swartz debbie@desert.com US
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"brad.burroughs@datatrend.com" <brad.burroughs@datatrend.com>

From: "brad.burroughs@datatrend.com"
<brad.burroughs@datatrend.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:33:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brad Burroughs
brad.burroughs@datatrend.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"itscomplicated212@gmail.com" <itscomplicated212@gmail.com>

From: "itscomplicated212@gmail.com" <itscomplicated212@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:33:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melody F Emery
itscomplicated212@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"angieaffolter@gmail.com" <angieaffolter@gmail.com>

From: "angieaffolter@gmail.com" <angieaffolter@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:33:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angie Affolter angieaffolter@gmail.com US
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"nharter@hotmail.com" <nharter@hotmail.com>

From: "nharter@hotmail.com" <nharter@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:33:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, nancy harter nharter@hotmail.com US
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"brokebuthappy007@gmail.com" <brokebuthappy007@gmail.com>

From: "brokebuthappy007@gmail.com"
<brokebuthappy007@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:33:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tammy Weaver
brokebuthappy007@gmail.com OH US
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"kchavez628@gmail.com" <kchavez628@gmail.com>

From: "kchavez628@gmail.com" <kchavez628@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:33:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karrie Chavez kchavez628@gmail.com US
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"anngaryoliver@gmail.com" <anngaryoliver@gmail.com>

From: "anngaryoliver@gmail.com" <anngaryoliver@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:32:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Oliver anngaryoliver@gmail.com US
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"gohsman@charter.net" <gohsman@charter.net>

From: "gohsman@charter.net" <gohsman@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:32:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tery Gohsman gohsman@charter.net US
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"memmueller1@gmail.com" <memmueller1@gmail.com>

From: "memmueller1@gmail.com" <memmueller1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:32:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maddie Mueller memmueller1@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lilyvillexxx@gmail.com" <lilyvillexxx@gmail.com>

From: "lilyvillexxx@gmail.com" <lilyvillexxx@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:33:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katherine Hunter lilyvillexxx@gmail.com US
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"colleen@harvestcreativeservices.com"
<colleen@harvestcreativeservices.com>

From: "colleen@harvestcreativeservices.com"
<colleen@harvestcreativeservices.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:32:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colleen Murray
colleen@harvestcreativeservices.com US
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"jjlslnj@hotmail.com" <jjlslnj@hotmail.com>

From: "jjlslnj@hotmail.com" <jjlslnj@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:32:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Loch jjlslnj@hotmail.com US
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"scoochie9@verizon.net" <scoochie9@verizon.net>

From: "scoochie9@verizon.net" <scoochie9@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:32:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Emily Macdonald scoochie9@verizon.net MA
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sandywag@gmail.com" <sandywag@gmail.com>

From: "sandywag@gmail.com" <sandywag@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:33:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Wagner sandywag@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hillguy420@gmail.com" <hillguy420@gmail.com>

From: "hillguy420@gmail.com" <hillguy420@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:32:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Samuel Croft hillguy420@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rpruitte@greenvillecounty.org" <rpruitte@greenvillecounty.org>

From: "rpruitte@greenvillecounty.org" <rpruitte@greenvillecounty.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:32:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Pruitte rpruitte@greenvillecounty.org
US
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"shep090182@gmail.com" <shep090182@gmail.com>

From: "shep090182@gmail.com" <shep090182@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:32:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Brown shep090182@gmail.com US
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"apina8190@gmail.com" <apina8190@gmail.com>

From: "apina8190@gmail.com" <apina8190@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:32:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ashley Pina apina8190@gmail.com US
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"rachaelchoffmann@gmail.com" <rachaelchoffmann@gmail.com>

From: "rachaelchoffmann@gmail.com" <rachaelchoffmann@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:32:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rachael Hoffmann
rachaelchoffmann@gmail.com US
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"mikeg00@nvbell.net" <mikeg00@nvbell.net>

From: "mikeg00@nvbell.net" <mikeg00@nvbell.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:32:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Gross mikeg00@nvbell.net US
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"lgreer86@icloud.com" <lgreer86@icloud.com>

From: "lgreer86@icloud.com" <lgreer86@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:31:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lindsey Lc lgreer86@icloud.com US
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"me3rivers@gmail.com" <me3rivers@gmail.com>

From: "me3rivers@gmail.com" <me3rivers@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:31:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeffrey Dick me3rivers@gmail.com US
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"dd.fischer@comcast.net" <dd.fischer@comcast.net>

From: "dd.fischer@comcast.net" <dd.fischer@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:32:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deane Fischer dd.fischer@comcast.net CO
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"heathersmclean@msn.com" <heathersmclean@msn.com>

From: "heathersmclean@msn.com" <heathersmclean@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:31:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather Mclean heathersmclean@msn.com
US
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"2sons18@gmail.com" <2sons18@gmail.com>

From: "2sons18@gmail.com" <2sons18@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:31:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Gather 2sons18@gmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lkjohannsen@earthlink.net" <lkjohannsen@earthlink.net>

From: "lkjohannsen@earthlink.net" <lkjohannsen@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:31:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Johannsen lkjohannsen@earthlink.net
US
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"akosh@comcast.net" <akosh@comcast.net>

From: "akosh@comcast.net" <akosh@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:31:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Kosh akosh@comcast.net US
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"soup0509@gmail.com" <soup0509@gmail.com>

From: "soup0509@gmail.com" <soup0509@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:31:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joni Dobran soup0509@gmail.com US
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"losgatosgrises@hotmail.com" <losgatosgrises@hotmail.com>

From: "losgatosgrises@hotmail.com" <losgatosgrises@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:30:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colleen Spence losgatosgrises@hotmail.com
US
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"dktb@msn.com" <dktb@msn.com>

From: "dktb@msn.com" <dktb@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:30:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Kalil dktb@msn.com US
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"anastasia.anca@gmail.com" <anastasia.anca@gmail.com>

From: "anastasia.anca@gmail.com" <anastasia.anca@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:29:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anca Vancea anastasia.anca@gmail.com US
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"karolciq@hotmail.com" <karolciq@hotmail.com>

From: "karolciq@hotmail.com" <karolciq@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:30:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karolina Bucko karolciq@hotmail.com US
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"olanjjohnson1945@gmail.com" <olanjjohnson1945@gmail.com>

From: "olanjjohnson1945@gmail.com" <olanjjohnson1945@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:30:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Olan Johnson olanjjohnson1945@gmail.com
US
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"jsteinlen@gmail.com" <jsteinlen@gmail.com>

From: "jsteinlen@gmail.com" <jsteinlen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:30:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Steinlen jsteinlen@gmail.com US
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"cviewmd@woh.rr.com" <cviewmd@woh.rr.com>

From: "cviewmd@woh.rr.com" <cviewmd@woh.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:30:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mike Dingledine cviewmd@woh.rr.com US
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"danielproett.dp@gmail.com" <danielproett.dp@gmail.com>

From: "danielproett.dp@gmail.com" <danielproett.dp@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:29:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Daniel Proett danielproett.dp@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"amyheiar@gmail.com" <amyheiar@gmail.com>

From: "amyheiar@gmail.com" <amyheiar@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:30:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Gurvis Heiar amyheiar@gmail.com US
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"jcarolts@gmail.com" <jcarolts@gmail.com>

From: "jcarolts@gmail.com" <jcarolts@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:30:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Júlia caroline Souza olivares
jcarolts@gmail.com US
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"corrosionman1@verizon.net" <corrosionman1@verizon.net>

From: "corrosionman1@verizon.net" <corrosionman1@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:30:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Irene Fields corrosionman1@verizon.net US
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"nexus98@frontier.com" <nexus98@frontier.com>

From: "nexus98@frontier.com" <nexus98@frontier.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:30:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Noah james nexus98@frontier.com WV US
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"norma.darosa@alliancebernstein.com"
<norma.darosa@alliancebernstein.com>

From: "norma.darosa@alliancebernstein.com"
<norma.darosa@alliancebernstein.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:30:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Norma Da Rosa
norma.darosa@alliancebernstein.com US
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"kmg_14@hotmail.com" <kmg_14@hotmail.com>

From: "kmg_14@hotmail.com" <kmg_14@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:29:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristin Green kmg_14@hotmail.com US
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"bgsamuelson@gmail.com" <bgsamuelson@gmail.com>

From: "bgsamuelson@gmail.com" <bgsamuelson@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:30:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Georgeanne Samuelson
bgsamuelson@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"wmmccarthy7@gmail.com" <wmmccarthy7@gmail.com>

From: "wmmccarthy7@gmail.com" <wmmccarthy7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:29:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wendy Kotan wmmccarthy7@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"3KTRILongevity@msn.com" <3KTRILongevity@msn.com>

From: "3KTRILongevity@msn.com" <3KTRILongevity@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:29:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. THESE BEAUTIFUL PRECIOUS ANIMALS NEED TO
BE PROTECTED, NOT HUNTED AS TROPHYS. THEY HAVE EVERY RIGHT TO LIVE A
FULL LIFE JUST AS YOU AND I DO. STOP TROPHY HUNTING AT ONCE. Sincerely, LINDA
SEATHER 3KTRILongevity@msn.com IA US
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"verahughes@twc.com" <verahughes@twc.com>

From: "verahughes@twc.com" <verahughes@twc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:29:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vera Hughes verahughes@twc.com KY US
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"earthmom61@frontier.com" <earthmom61@frontier.com>

From: "earthmom61@frontier.com" <earthmom61@frontier.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:29:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karin James earthmom61@frontier.com US
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"mebemarta@hotmail.com" <mebemarta@hotmail.com>

From: "mebemarta@hotmail.com" <mebemarta@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:29:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marta Stern mebemarta@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nancys1951@gmail.com" <nancys1951@gmail.com>

From: "nancys1951@gmail.com" <nancys1951@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:29:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Staskin nancys1951@gmail.com CO
US



Conversation Contents
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"shagemann11@gmail.com" <shagemann11@gmail.com>

From: "shagemann11@gmail.com" <shagemann11@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:29:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stefanie Hagemann
shagemann11@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"orso-swift@comcast.net" <orso-swift@comcast.net>

From: "orso-swift@comcast.net" <orso-swift@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:29:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Daniel Gagliano orso-swift@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"peterssu@slhs.org" <peterssu@slhs.org>

From: "peterssu@slhs.org" <peterssu@slhs.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:28:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Petersen peterssu@slhs.org ID US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kayacts@gmail.com" <kayacts@gmail.com>

From: "kayacts@gmail.com" <kayacts@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:29:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, K. Macvean kayacts@gmail.com US
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"rdunn1002@charter.net" <rdunn1002@charter.net>

From: "rdunn1002@charter.net" <rdunn1002@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:29:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roger Dunn rdunn1002@charter.net US



Conversation Contents
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"ahall9@gmail.com" <ahall9@gmail.com>

From: "ahall9@gmail.com" <ahall9@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:28:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Allie Hanlon ahall9@gmail.com US
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"tiffanyconway@anbtx.com" <tiffanyconway@anbtx.com>

From: "tiffanyconway@anbtx.com" <tiffanyconway@anbtx.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:28:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tiffany Conway tiffanyconway@anbtx.com
US
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"cwinikoff@sobini.com" <cwinikoff@sobini.com>

From: "cwinikoff@sobini.com" <cwinikoff@sobini.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:27:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cami Winikoff cwinikoff@sobini.com US
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"ashley413s@gmail.com" <ashley413s@gmail.com>

From: "ashley413s@gmail.com" <ashley413s@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:27:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ashley Simon ashley413s@gmail.com US
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"valentinstanton@att.net" <valentinstanton@att.net>

From: "valentinstanton@att.net" <valentinstanton@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:27:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Liana Stanton valentinstanton@att.net FL US
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"saramartin144@gmail.com" <saramartin144@gmail.com>

From: "saramartin144@gmail.com" <saramartin144@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:27:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sara Martin saramartin144@gmail.com CA
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"tsublette@hotmail.com" <tsublette@hotmail.com>

From: "tsublette@hotmail.com" <tsublette@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:27:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Timothy Sublette tsublette@hotmail.com US
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"sainsworth@lindquist.com" <sainsworth@lindquist.com>

From: "sainsworth@lindquist.com" <sainsworth@lindquist.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:28:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Ainsworth sainsworth@lindquist.com
MN US
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"e57williams@gmail.com" <e57williams@gmail.com>

From: "e57williams@gmail.com" <e57williams@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:27:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Delvin Deloney e57williams@gmail.com US
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"mjvovk@ndec.org" <mjvovk@ndec.org>

From: "mjvovk@ndec.org" <mjvovk@ndec.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:27:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Jane Vovk mjvovk@ndec.org US
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"khtrails@comcast.net" <khtrails@comcast.net>

From: "khtrails@comcast.net" <khtrails@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:26:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kenneth Harper khtrails@comcast.net US
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"sandbee542@gmail.com" <sandbee542@gmail.com>

From: "sandbee542@gmail.com" <sandbee542@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:26:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Bottom line is, the council is BS! It's a bunch
of good ole boys with lots of money, who are friends with people with lots of money, and they all
think that it's cool to kill something because their mundane boring lives don't give them the rush
or thrill they think it should! Well he**, just let them stalk and kill each other if they want a rush
and think killing something is the way to get it! What a crock of hooha! Murdering innocent
animals and trying to pass it off as conservation is like getting AA attendees drunk because it
helps sobriety! Makes as much sense, which is none at all! Sincerely, Theresa Beard
sandbee542@gmail.com US
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"dbtate4@gmail.com" <dbtate4@gmail.com>

From: "dbtate4@gmail.com" <dbtate4@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:26:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Tate dbtate4@gmail.com US
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"liddypebs@gmail.com" <liddypebs@gmail.com>

From: "liddypebs@gmail.com" <liddypebs@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:26:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lydia Lafferty liddypebs@gmail.com US
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"pmocarski@co.morris.nj.us" <pmocarski@co.morris.nj.us>

From: "pmocarski@co.morris.nj.us" <pmocarski@co.morris.nj.us>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:26:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Mocarski pmocarski@co.morris.nj.us
US
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"prairiewings@hotmail.com" <prairiewings@hotmail.com>

From: "prairiewings@hotmail.com" <prairiewings@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:26:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jim Messina prairiewings@hotmail.com US
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"helenewhitson@comcast.net" <helenewhitson@comcast.net>

From: "helenewhitson@comcast.net" <helenewhitson@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:26:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. ***** The only thing that hunters should be hunting is
other hunters. That's fair and square, instead of a poor, innocent wild animal being murdered for
no reason at all. I demand that no remains of murdered wildlife be allowed in the U.S. It's
disgusting! Sincerely, Helene Whitson helenewhitson@comcast.net US
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"jill.filer@fpl.com" <jill.filer@fpl.com>

From: "jill.filer@fpl.com" <jill.filer@fpl.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:26:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jill Filer jill.filer@fpl.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"anitaastark@gmail.com" <anitaastark@gmail.com>

From: "anitaastark@gmail.com" <anitaastark@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anita Stark anitaastark@gmail.com US
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"breezly@hotmail.com" <breezly@hotmail.com>

From: "breezly@hotmail.com" <breezly@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:26:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. A consistent policy of not.supporting commercialization
of these animals is needed. Sincerely, Robert Walker breezly@hotmail.com US
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"lucyfoltyniak@att.net" <lucyfoltyniak@att.net>

From: "lucyfoltyniak@att.net" <lucyfoltyniak@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:26:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lucy Foltyniak lucyfoltyniak@att.net US
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"jgrosmond@gmail.com" <jgrosmond@gmail.com>

From: "jgrosmond@gmail.com" <jgrosmond@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:26:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
The number of people continues to increase, and the numbers of wild animals continue to
shrink. We shouldn't be encouraging trophy hunting of animals already pushed to the brink. Our
big challenge now is figuring out how we can have a livable world for people without wiping out
the big charismatic species altogether. I am responding to the formation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR
51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes
wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool
to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise
imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit
the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the
Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has
conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at
worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife
and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it
should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation
professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and
controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals
threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of
Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened
species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting
endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife
conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,
moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species
protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small
have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of
the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Rosmond jgrosmond@gmail.com US
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"rumitamir@gmail.com" <rumitamir@gmail.com>

From: "rumitamir@gmail.com" <rumitamir@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, MS TAMIR rumitamir@gmail.com US
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"brownc@usfca.edu" <brownc@usfca.edu>

From: "brownc@usfca.edu" <brownc@usfca.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:25:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolyn Brown brownc@usfca.edu US
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"moonshadow_studios@msn.com" <moonshadow_studios@msn.com>

From: "moonshadow_studios@msn.com"
<moonshadow_studios@msn.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:25:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark Soenksen
moonshadow_studios@msn.com US
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"pamelot3@earthlink.net" <pamelot3@earthlink.net>

From: "pamelot3@earthlink.net" <pamelot3@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:25:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Raup-Kounovsky
pamelot3@earthlink.net US
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"christybrokaw@comcast.net" <christybrokaw@comcast.net>

From: "christybrokaw@comcast.net" <christybrokaw@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:25:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Brokaw
christybrokaw@comcast.net US
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"staciemalone72@gmail.com" <staciemalone72@gmail.com>

From: "staciemalone72@gmail.com" <staciemalone72@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:25:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacie Malone staciemalone72@gmail.com
AZ US
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"princecastledlp@gmail.com" <princecastledlp@gmail.com>

From: "princecastledlp@gmail.com" <princecastledlp@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:26:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Prince princecastledlp@gmail.com US
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"loonlovers@hotmail.com" <loonlovers@hotmail.com>

From: "loonlovers@hotmail.com" <loonlovers@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:25:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robin Little loonlovers@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kachak@hotmail.com" <kachak@hotmail.com>

From: "kachak@hotmail.com" <kachak@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:25:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katarzyna Klimczak kachak@hotmail.com IL
US
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"zander2416@gmail.com" <zander2416@gmail.com>

From: "zander2416@gmail.com" <zander2416@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:25:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeff Beard zander2416@gmail.com AZ US
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"bkw775@mac.com" <bkw775@mac.com>

From: "bkw775@mac.com" <bkw775@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:24:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brett Wolfson bkw775@mac.com FL US
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"jand7283@gmail.com" <jand7283@gmail.com>

From: "jand7283@gmail.com" <jand7283@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:25:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet Duncan jand7283@gmail.com US
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"carolyn.edmunds@verizon.net" <carolyn.edmunds@verizon.net>

From: "carolyn.edmunds@verizon.net" <carolyn.edmunds@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:25:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolyn Edmunds
carolyn.edmunds@verizon.net FL US
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"robert5652@gmail.com" <robert5652@gmail.com>

From: "robert5652@gmail.com" <robert5652@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:25:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Feller robert5652@gmail.com US
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"gregamour@earthlink.net" <gregamour@earthlink.net>

From: "gregamour@earthlink.net" <gregamour@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:24:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Greg Amour gregamour@earthlink.net US
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"bachilders@gmail.com" <bachilders@gmail.com>

From: "bachilders@gmail.com" <bachilders@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:25:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betty Childers bachilders@gmail.com US
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"lisa.flynn@nokia.com" <lisa.flynn@nokia.com>

From: "lisa.flynn@nokia.com" <lisa.flynn@nokia.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:24:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Flynn lisa.flynn@nokia.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"skyhunters@juno.com" <skyhunters@juno.com>

From: "skyhunters@juno.com" <skyhunters@juno.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:24:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Conney skyhunters@juno.com US



Conversation Contents
jillbstill1@comcast.net

"jillbstill1@comcast.net" <jillbstill1@comcast.net>

From: "jillbstill1@comcast.net" <jillbstill1@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:24:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: jillbstill1@comcast.net

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jillian Cobb jillbstill1@comcast.net MI US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"conniedge@hotmail.com" <conniedge@hotmail.com>

From: "conniedge@hotmail.com" <conniedge@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:24:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Edge barrett conniedge@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lynnchristian1011@gmail.com" <lynnchristian1011@gmail.com>

From: "lynnchristian1011@gmail.com" <lynnchristian1011@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:24:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn Christian lynnchristian1011@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"llehr@atlantic.edu" <llehr@atlantic.edu>

From: "llehr@atlantic.edu" <llehr@atlantic.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:24:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, L ydia Lehr llehr@atlantic.edu US
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"rachelschinas@gmail.com" <rachelschinas@gmail.com>

From: "rachelschinas@gmail.com" <rachelschinas@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:24:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rachel Schinas rachelschinas@gmail.com
US
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"htpaula@comcast.net" <htpaula@comcast.net>

From: "htpaula@comcast.net" <htpaula@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:24:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Bogleff htpaula@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"trujillo@thetrujillofirm.com" <trujillo@thetrujillofirm.com>

From: "trujillo@thetrujillofirm.com" <trujillo@thetrujillofirm.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:23:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Luis Trujillo trujillo@thetrujillofirm.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gw98@telus.net" <gw98@telus.net>

From: "gw98@telus.net" <gw98@telus.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:23:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Willie Geerie gw98@telus.net CA US
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"ryuuchan1010@gmail.com" <ryuuchan1010@gmail.com>

From: "ryuuchan1010@gmail.com" <ryuuchan1010@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:23:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rachael Allert ryuuchan1010@gmail.com US
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"junhoumusic@gmail.com" <junhoumusic@gmail.com>

From: "junhoumusic@gmail.com" <junhoumusic@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:23:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jun Hou junhoumusic@gmail.com US
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"stillinafog@msn.com" <stillinafog@msn.com>

From: "stillinafog@msn.com" <stillinafog@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:23:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, George Hurst stillinafog@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"brooke.crowley@utoronto.ca" <brooke.crowley@utoronto.ca>

From: "brooke.crowley@utoronto.ca" <brooke.crowley@utoronto.ca>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:23:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brooke Crowley brooke.crowley@utoronto.ca
US
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"v9178860772@gmail.com" <v9178860772@gmail.com>

From: "v9178860772@gmail.com" <v9178860772@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:23:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Miree Lord v9178860772@gmail.com US
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"peter.tala@gmail.com" <peter.tala@gmail.com>

From: "peter.tala@gmail.com" <peter.tala@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:23:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peter tala peter.tala@gmail.com US
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"sdeats@cas.usf.edu" <sdeats@cas.usf.edu>

From: "sdeats@cas.usf.edu" <sdeats@cas.usf.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:22:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sara Deats sdeats@cas.usf.edu US
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"pat.boroughs@gmail.com" <pat.boroughs@gmail.com>

From: "pat.boroughs@gmail.com" <pat.boroughs@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:23:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Boroughs pat.boroughs@gmail.com
US
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"kestok@cinj.rutgers.edu" <kestok@cinj.rutgers.edu>

From: "kestok@cinj.rutgers.edu" <kestok@cinj.rutgers.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:23:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Estok kestok@cinj.rutgers.edu US
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"luminag@gmail.com" <luminag@gmail.com>

From: "luminag@gmail.com" <luminag@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:23:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lumina Greenway luminag@gmail.com US
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"ppatino72@hotmail.com" <ppatino72@hotmail.com>

From: "ppatino72@hotmail.com" <ppatino72@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:23:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Patino ppatino72@hotmail.com US
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"candicerenee9@hotmail.com" <candicerenee9@hotmail.com>

From: "candicerenee9@hotmail.com" <candicerenee9@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:22:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Candice Weedman
candicerenee9@hotmail.com US
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"ampmdesign@msn.com" <ampmdesign@msn.com>

From: "ampmdesign@msn.com" <ampmdesign@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:22:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, An Mullen ampmdesign@msn.com US
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"alevine292@gmail.com" <alevine292@gmail.com>

From: "alevine292@gmail.com" <alevine292@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:22:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, alice levine alevine292@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tbolt47ent.sdb@grandecom.net" <tbolt47ent.sdb@grandecom.net>

From: "tbolt47ent.sdb@grandecom.net"
<tbolt47ent.sdb@grandecom.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:23:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Steve Bradley
tbolt47ent.sdb@grandecom.net TX US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"guygowen@gmail.com" <guygowen@gmail.com>

From: "guygowen@gmail.com" <guygowen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:22:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Guy Gowen jr guygowen@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"joshabarton@gmail.com" <joshabarton@gmail.com>

From: "joshabarton@gmail.com" <joshabarton@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:22:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Josha Barton joshabarton@gmail.com NC
US
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"flneil@mac.com" <flneil@mac.com>

From: "flneil@mac.com" <flneil@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:15:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Neil Glaser flneil@mac.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ssgotchey@comcast.net" <ssgotchey@comcast.net>

From: "ssgotchey@comcast.net" <ssgotchey@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:22:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelley Gotchey ssgotchey@comcast.net US
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"pdbookkeeping@gmail.com" <pdbookkeeping@gmail.com>

From: "pdbookkeeping@gmail.com" <pdbookkeeping@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:22:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patrice Diana pdbookkeeping@gmail.com
US
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"vanderpoolss@comcast.net" <vanderpoolss@comcast.net>

From: "vanderpoolss@comcast.net" <vanderpoolss@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:22:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon S Vander Pool
vanderpoolss@comcast.net US
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"dearkikag@gmail.com" <dearkikag@gmail.com>

From: "dearkikag@gmail.com" <dearkikag@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:21:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ki Hani dearkikag@gmail.com US
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"carmenrovi2@gmail.com" <carmenrovi2@gmail.com>

From: "carmenrovi2@gmail.com" <carmenrovi2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:21:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carmen Rovi carmenrovi2@gmail.com US
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"krelayer@gmail.com" <krelayer@gmail.com>

From: "krelayer@gmail.com" <krelayer@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:21:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathryn Christian krelayer@gmail.com US
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"klblasius@mqblaw.com" <klblasius@mqblaw.com>

From: "klblasius@mqblaw.com" <klblasius@mqblaw.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:21:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Blasius klblasius@mqblaw.com US
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"karen.leafygreen@gmail.com" <karen.leafygreen@gmail.com>

From: "karen.leafygreen@gmail.com" <karen.leafygreen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Green karen.leafygreen@gmail.com
CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"susan_h123@hotmail.com" <susan_h123@hotmail.com>

From: "susan_h123@hotmail.com" <susan_h123@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:20:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Haas susan_h123@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ziyankan@hotmail.com" <ziyankan@hotmail.com>

From: "ziyankan@hotmail.com" <ziyankan@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:20:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Zanuzoski ziyankan@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cpgriff8@nc.rr.com" <cpgriff8@nc.rr.com>

From: "cpgriff8@nc.rr.com" <cpgriff8@nc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:20:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chas Griffin cpgriff8@nc.rr.com US



Conversation Contents
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"lucyfrasls@midco.net" <lucyfrasls@midco.net>

From: "lucyfrasls@midco.net" <lucyfrasls@midco.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:21:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lucy Naescher lucyfrasls@midco.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"merry.zahn@gmail.com" <merry.zahn@gmail.com>

From: "merry.zahn@gmail.com" <merry.zahn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:20:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Meredith Zahn merry.zahn@gmail.com US
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"sohamkbhatnagar@gmail.com" <sohamkbhatnagar@gmail.com>

From: "sohamkbhatnagar@gmail.com" <sohamkbhatnagar@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:20:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Soham Bhatnagar
sohamkbhatnagar@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"motopat1@hotmail.com" <motopat1@hotmail.com>

From: "motopat1@hotmail.com" <motopat1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:21:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patrick Winters motopat1@hotmail.com US
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"glhorton1@gmail.com" <glhorton1@gmail.com>

From: "glhorton1@gmail.com" <glhorton1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:20:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gloria Horton glhorton1@gmail.com US
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"jgk2002@gmail.com" <jgk2002@gmail.com>

From: "jgk2002@gmail.com" <jgk2002@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:21:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jean Kuhn jgk2002@gmail.com US
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"kmmk@cox.net" <kmmk@cox.net>

From: "kmmk@cox.net" <kmmk@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:20:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Kosinski kmmk@cox.net US
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"rjetsg@gmail.com" <rjetsg@gmail.com>

From: "rjetsg@gmail.com" <rjetsg@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:20:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roger Irwin rjetsg@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"monarca21@verizon.net" <monarca21@verizon.net>

From: "monarca21@verizon.net" <monarca21@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:20:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joyce Morgan monarca21@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"helenbader4@gmail.com" <helenbader4@gmail.com>

From: "helenbader4@gmail.com" <helenbader4@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:20:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Bader helenbader4@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wicks.tom@gmail.com" <wicks.tom@gmail.com>

From: "wicks.tom@gmail.com" <wicks.tom@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:19:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Thomas Wicks wicks.tom@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cprinstr@verizon.net" <cprinstr@verizon.net>

From: "cprinstr@verizon.net" <cprinstr@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:20:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joanne Hirsch cprinstr@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"slcondrey@gmail.com" <slcondrey@gmail.com>

From: "slcondrey@gmail.com" <slcondrey@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:20:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, S. Condrey slcondrey@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bshallcr@uchicago.edu" <bshallcr@uchicago.edu>

From: "bshallcr@uchicago.edu" <bshallcr@uchicago.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:21:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bozena Shallcross bshallcr@uchicago.edu
US
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"dmiller9340@cox.net" <dmiller9340@cox.net>

From: "dmiller9340@cox.net" <dmiller9340@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:20:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Douglas Miller dmiller9340@cox.net US
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"letitiabunge@gmail.com" <letitiabunge@gmail.com>

From: "letitiabunge@gmail.com" <letitiabunge@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:20:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Letitia Bunge letitiabunge@gmail.com NM
US
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"mt1142@juno.com" <mt1142@juno.com>

From: "mt1142@juno.com" <mt1142@juno.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:19:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michele Temple mt1142@juno.com NY US
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"davejungert@hotmail.com" <davejungert@hotmail.com>

From: "davejungert@hotmail.com" <davejungert@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:19:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Jungert davejungert@hotmail.com US
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"roccci@lycos.com" <roccci@lycos.com>

From: "roccci@lycos.com" <roccci@lycos.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:20:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, j larocca roccci@lycos.com US
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"james.vera@cliffordchance.com" <james.vera@cliffordchance.com>

From: "james.vera@cliffordchance.com"
<james.vera@cliffordchance.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:19:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Vera james.vera@cliffordchance.com
US
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"tristan.macavery@gmail.com" <tristan.macavery@gmail.com>

From: "tristan.macavery@gmail.com" <tristan.macavery@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:19:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tristan MacAvery
tristan.macavery@gmail.com US
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"whelandr@hotmail.com" <whelandr@hotmail.com>

From: "whelandr@hotmail.com" <whelandr@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:19:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Richard Wheland whelandr@hotmail.com US
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"meg.goose@gmail.com" <meg.goose@gmail.com>

From: "meg.goose@gmail.com" <meg.goose@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:19:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Megan Guspan meg.goose@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"anniemarieoliver@gmail.com" <anniemarieoliver@gmail.com>

From: "anniemarieoliver@gmail.com" <anniemarieoliver@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:19:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Annmarie Oliver
anniemarieoliver@gmail.com US
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"watercutter1@gmail.com" <watercutter1@gmail.com>

From: "watercutter1@gmail.com" <watercutter1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:19:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frank Puckett watercutter1@gmail.com US
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"nikfrontiero@comcast.net" <nikfrontiero@comcast.net>

From: "nikfrontiero@comcast.net" <nikfrontiero@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:19:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicole Frontiero nikfrontiero@comcast.net
US
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"stevecucchiara@verizon.net" <stevecucchiara@verizon.net>

From: "stevecucchiara@verizon.net" <stevecucchiara@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:19:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Cucchiara
stevecucchiara@verizon.net US
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"lynn@digins.com" <lynn@digins.com>

From: "lynn@digins.com" <lynn@digins.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:18:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn Morrison lynn@digins.com CA US
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"jd472@columbia.edu" <jd472@columbia.edu>

From: "jd472@columbia.edu" <jd472@columbia.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:19:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dr John F Doorish jd472@columbia.edu US
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"nestleroad1@att.net" <nestleroad1@att.net>

From: "nestleroad1@att.net" <nestleroad1@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:18:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelly Nestelroad nestleroad1@att.net US
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"drdrescue@gmail.com" <drdrescue@gmail.com>

From: "drdrescue@gmail.com" <drdrescue@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:19:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Violet Simmons drdrescue@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lnelson214@hotmail.com" <lnelson214@hotmail.com>

From: "lnelson214@hotmail.com" <lnelson214@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:18:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn Nelson lnelson214@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"momapam@gmail.com" <momapam@gmail.com>

From: "momapam@gmail.com" <momapam@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:18:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pam West momapam@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rtnc@mac.com" <rtnc@mac.com>

From: "rtnc@mac.com" <rtnc@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:18:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ron Castellano rtnc@mac.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"susanmendez63@gmail.com" <susanmendez63@gmail.com>

From: "susanmendez63@gmail.com" <susanmendez63@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:18:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Mendez susanmendez63@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jgale6@twcny.rr.com" <jgale6@twcny.rr.com>

From: "jgale6@twcny.rr.com" <jgale6@twcny.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:18:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra Hinds Gale jgale6@twcny.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kmog423@gmail.com" <kmog423@gmail.com>

From: "kmog423@gmail.com" <kmog423@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:18:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Mogavero kmog423@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mdrees1@comcast.net" <mdrees1@comcast.net>

From: "mdrees1@comcast.net" <mdrees1@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:17:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marian Rees mdrees1@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"m.vergne@hotmail.com" <m.vergne@hotmail.com>

From: "m.vergne@hotmail.com" <m.vergne@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:17:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Minerva Krueger m.vergne@hotmail.com US
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"odwaite@gmail.com" <odwaite@gmail.com>

From: "odwaite@gmail.com" <odwaite@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:18:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Owen Waite odwaite@gmail.com US
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"kathigillin@comcast.net" <kathigillin@comcast.net>

From: "kathigillin@comcast.net" <kathigillin@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:18:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathi Gillin kathigillin@comcast.net US
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"58estelle@gmail.com" <58estelle@gmail.com>

From: "58estelle@gmail.com" <58estelle@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:17:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marie-estelle Gill 58estelle@gmail.com US
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"beverlyjenden@post.harvard.edu" <beverlyjenden@post.harvard.edu>

From: "beverlyjenden@post.harvard.edu"
<beverlyjenden@post.harvard.edu>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:17:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beverly Jean Jenden-Riedlinger
beverlyjenden@post.harvard.edu US
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"mdevineart@gmail.com" <mdevineart@gmail.com>

From: "mdevineart@gmail.com" <mdevineart@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:17:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marianne Shipp mdevineart@gmail.com US
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"crfolch@gmail.com" <crfolch@gmail.com>

From: "crfolch@gmail.com" <crfolch@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:17:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Claudia Folch crfolch@gmail.com US
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"sandor.m94@gmail.com" <sandor.m94@gmail.com>

From: "sandor.m94@gmail.com" <sandor.m94@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:17:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, sandor miklos sandor.m94@gmail.com US
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"gstradtman@juno.com" <gstradtman@juno.com>

From: "gstradtman@juno.com" <gstradtman@juno.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:17:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, George Stradtman gstradtman@juno.com US
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"philshephard@live.com" <philshephard@live.com>

From: "philshephard@live.com" <philshephard@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:17:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Phil Shephard philshephard@live.com US
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"mnovak108@icloud.com" <mnovak108@icloud.com>

From: "mnovak108@icloud.com" <mnovak108@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:18:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melissa Novak mnovak108@icloud.com US
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"chat@utk.edu" <chat@utk.edu>

From: "chat@utk.edu" <chat@utk.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:17:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Chatham chat@utk.edu US
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"furbabies@twc.com" <furbabies@twc.com>

From: "furbabies@twc.com" <furbabies@twc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:17:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, patricia rotruck furbabies@twc.com OH US
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"docwex@hotmail.com" <docwex@hotmail.com>

From: "docwex@hotmail.com" <docwex@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:18:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Steve Wexler docwex@hotmail.com US
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"kmwalker123569@msn.com" <kmwalker123569@msn.com>

From: "kmwalker123569@msn.com" <kmwalker123569@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:17:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, kim walker kmwalker123569@msn.com US
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"jodiabea1@gmail.com" <jodiabea1@gmail.com>

From: "jodiabea1@gmail.com" <jodiabea1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:18:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jodi Davidson jodiabea1@gmail.com US
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"dmmeyer@email.com" <dmmeyer@email.com>

From: "dmmeyer@email.com" <dmmeyer@email.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:17:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Derek Meyer dmmeyer@email.com US
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"jjuarez_74@outlook.com" <jjuarez_74@outlook.com>

From: "jjuarez_74@outlook.com" <jjuarez_74@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:17:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Juan Juarez jjuarez_74@outlook.com US
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"p.butterfield@verizon.net" <p.butterfield@verizon.net>

From: "p.butterfield@verizon.net" <p.butterfield@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:17:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, patricia butterfield p.butterfield@verizon.net
US
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"nor16@comcast.net" <nor16@comcast.net>

From: "nor16@comcast.net" <nor16@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:16:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gina Fay nor16@comcast.net US
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"grannie55@live.com" <grannie55@live.com>

From: "grannie55@live.com" <grannie55@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:16:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Esposito grannie55@live.com US
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"brandon.75@hotmail.com" <brandon.75@hotmail.com>

From: "brandon.75@hotmail.com" <brandon.75@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:17:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, brandon wirz brandon.75@hotmail.com US
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"ljl069@gmail.com" <ljl069@gmail.com>

From: "ljl069@gmail.com" <ljl069@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:16:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurie Laidley ljl069@gmail.com CT US
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"carolannesaenz@hotmail.com" <carolannesaenz@hotmail.com>

From: "carolannesaenz@hotmail.com" <carolannesaenz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:15:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolanne Saenz
carolannesaenz@hotmail.com FL US
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"max@maxunderwood.com" <max@maxunderwood.com>

From: "max@maxunderwood.com" <max@maxunderwood.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:16:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Max Underwood max@maxunderwood.com
US
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"cranhan@comcast.net" <cranhan@comcast.net>

From: "cranhan@comcast.net" <cranhan@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:15:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Cranage cranhan@comcast.net US
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"denisegurgens@hotmail.com" <denisegurgens@hotmail.com>

From: "denisegurgens@hotmail.com" <denisegurgens@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:15:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am in the 87% who appose trophy hunting. Stop the killing!! I am responding to the formation of
the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8,
2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council
undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council
would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered,
or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife
populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this
approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denise Gurgens
denisegurgens@hotmail.com US
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"stevenmccready@roadrunner.com" <stevenmccready@roadrunner.com>

From: "stevenmccready@roadrunner.com"
<stevenmccready@roadrunner.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:15:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tami Mccready
stevenmccready@roadrunner.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ktweed@cableone.net" <ktweed@cableone.net>

From: "ktweed@cableone.net" <ktweed@cableone.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:16:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katherine Tweed ktweed@cableone.net US
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"joandherstein@gmail.com" <joandherstein@gmail.com>

From: "joandherstein@gmail.com" <joandherstein@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:16:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joan Herstein joandherstein@gmail.com US
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"luvfranca@gmail.com" <luvfranca@gmail.com>

From: "luvfranca@gmail.com" <luvfranca@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:15:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Luci Villafranca luvfranca@gmail.com US
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"tfreeman@cbmove.com" <tfreeman@cbmove.com>

From: "tfreeman@cbmove.com" <tfreeman@cbmove.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:15:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Toni Freeman tfreeman@cbmove.com US
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"whinton16@att.net" <whinton16@att.net>

From: "whinton16@att.net" <whinton16@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:16:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, walter hinton whinton16@att.net US
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"vaf1@azendo.phxcoxmail.com" <vaf1@azendo.phxcoxmail.com>

From: "vaf1@azendo.phxcoxmail.com" <vaf1@azendo.phxcoxmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:16:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Valerie Farrell vaf1@azendo.phxcoxmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lislyo@hotmail.com" <lislyo@hotmail.com>

From: "lislyo@hotmail.com" <lislyo@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:16:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beth Lyons lislyo@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gollum66@cox.net" <gollum66@cox.net>

From: "gollum66@cox.net" <gollum66@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:15:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denise Sistek gollum66@cox.net US
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"dsconyers77@gmail.com" <dsconyers77@gmail.com>

From: "dsconyers77@gmail.com" <dsconyers77@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:15:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dave sconyers dsconyers77@gmail.com US
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"kgrime@roadrunner.com" <kgrime@roadrunner.com>

From: "kgrime@roadrunner.com" <kgrime@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:15:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anne Grime kgrime@roadrunner.com US
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"wandac@nuby.com" <wandac@nuby.com>

From: "wandac@nuby.com" <wandac@nuby.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:15:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wanda Chaney wandac@nuby.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pmfaber@comcast.net" <pmfaber@comcast.net>

From: "pmfaber@comcast.net" <pmfaber@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:14:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Phyllis Faber pmfaber@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jep_66@hotmail.com" <jep_66@hotmail.com>

From: "jep_66@hotmail.com" <jep_66@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:15:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jana Pettinger jep_66@hotmail.com US
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"lady.georgia@gmail.com" <lady.georgia@gmail.com>

From: "lady.georgia@gmail.com" <lady.georgia@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:15:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Georgia Delorme lady.georgia@gmail.com
WA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wjlusk@gmail.com" <wjlusk@gmail.com>

From: "wjlusk@gmail.com" <wjlusk@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:15:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, William Lusk wjlusk@gmail.com US
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"shelltime14@gmail.com" <shelltime14@gmail.com>

From: "shelltime14@gmail.com" <shelltime14@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:14:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michele Alberts shelltime14@gmail.com CO
US
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"rsranch@embarqmail.com" <rsranch@embarqmail.com>

From: "rsranch@embarqmail.com" <rsranch@embarqmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:15:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cherri Gilbert rsranch@embarqmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"megs80@icloud.com" <megs80@icloud.com>

From: "megs80@icloud.com" <megs80@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:14:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Megan Gorst megs80@icloud.com US
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"celestialdragon667@gmail.com" <celestialdragon667@gmail.com>

From: "celestialdragon667@gmail.com"
<celestialdragon667@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:14:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joshua Deihl celestialdragon667@gmail.com
US
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"lauriesterling@gmail.com" <lauriesterling@gmail.com>

From: "lauriesterling@gmail.com" <lauriesterling@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:14:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurie Sterling lauriesterling@gmail.com US
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"veery@bellsouth.net" <veery@bellsouth.net>

From: "veery@bellsouth.net" <veery@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:14:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelley Theye veery@bellsouth.net US
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"aehrhardt@q.com" <aehrhardt@q.com>

From: "aehrhardt@q.com" <aehrhardt@q.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:14:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alice Ehrhardt aehrhardt@q.com US
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"juanmendoza4661@att.net" <juanmendoza4661@att.net>

From: "juanmendoza4661@att.net" <juanmendoza4661@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:14:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Juan Mendoza juanmendoza4661@att.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jodyamend@msn.com" <jodyamend@msn.com>

From: "jodyamend@msn.com" <jodyamend@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:13:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jody Amend jodyamend@msn.com CO US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"madelinepai@msn.com" <madelinepai@msn.com>

From: "madelinepai@msn.com" <madelinepai@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:14:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Madeline Pai madelinepai@msn.com NY US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dawnsteps1@gmail.com" <dawnsteps1@gmail.com>

From: "dawnsteps1@gmail.com" <dawnsteps1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:13:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dawn Flewellen dawnsteps1@gmail.com US
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"bljpitts@verizon.net" <bljpitts@verizon.net>

From: "bljpitts@verizon.net" <bljpitts@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:13:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Pitts bljpitts@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kcmsksc@gmail.com" <kcmsksc@gmail.com>

From: "kcmsksc@gmail.com" <kcmsksc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:13:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karina Castro kcmsksc@gmail.com US
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"hubbellh@greenmtn.edu" <hubbellh@greenmtn.edu>

From: "hubbellh@greenmtn.edu" <hubbellh@greenmtn.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:13:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, H Hubbell hubbellh@greenmtn.edu US
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"duminakken@hotmail.com" <duminakken@hotmail.com>

From: "duminakken@hotmail.com" <duminakken@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:13:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kim Hansen duminakken@hotmail.com US
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"vgb410@verizon.net" <vgb410@verizon.net>

From: "vgb410@verizon.net" <vgb410@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:13:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Valerie Brown vgb410@verizon.net US
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"lunaflyte@att.net" <lunaflyte@att.net>

From: "lunaflyte@att.net" <lunaflyte@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:12:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Miller lunaflyte@att.net US
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"pearlou@gmail.com" <pearlou@gmail.com>

From: "pearlou@gmail.com" <pearlou@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:13:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lou Pearson pearlou@gmail.com US
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"acobian1@verizon.net" <acobian1@verizon.net>

From: "acobian1@verizon.net" <acobian1@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:12:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Arturo Cobian acobian1@verizon.net CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"merlesolway@gmail.com" <merlesolway@gmail.com>

From: "merlesolway@gmail.com" <merlesolway@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:12:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Merle Solway merlesolway@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"roughskinnednewt@hotmail.com" <roughskinnednewt@hotmail.com>

From: "roughskinnednewt@hotmail.com"
<roughskinnednewt@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:12:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dianne Ensign
roughskinnednewt@hotmail.com OR US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"h2whoa9@gmail.com" <h2whoa9@gmail.com>

From: "h2whoa9@gmail.com" <h2whoa9@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:12:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marc Garcia h2whoa9@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tammy.oneill@nortonrosefulbright.com"
<tammy.oneill@nortonrosefulbright.com>

From: "tammy.oneill@nortonrosefulbright.com"
<tammy.oneill@nortonrosefulbright.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:12:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tammy O'Neill
tammy.oneill@nortonrosefulbright.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kransier@oregontractor.com" <kransier@oregontractor.com>

From: "kransier@oregontractor.com" <kransier@oregontractor.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:12:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katherine Ransier
kransier@oregontractor.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"smramsey1@verizon.net" <smramsey1@verizon.net>

From: "smramsey1@verizon.net" <smramsey1@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, sylvia ramsey smramsey1@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nicholegatten8@gmail.com" <nicholegatten8@gmail.com>

From: "nicholegatten8@gmail.com" <nicholegatten8@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nichole Gatten nicholegatten8@gmail.com
US
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"henninggail@att.net" <henninggail@att.net>

From: "henninggail@att.net" <henninggail@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail Henning henninggail@att.net MO US
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"lopezma919617@gmail.com" <lopezma919617@gmail.com>

From: "lopezma919617@gmail.com" <lopezma919617@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jose López lopezma919617@gmail.com US
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"aspenbrooks@msn.com" <aspenbrooks@msn.com>

From: "aspenbrooks@msn.com" <aspenbrooks@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Aspen Brooks aspenbrooks@msn.com US
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"jlamert@oppeace.org" <jlamert@oppeace.org>

From: "jlamert@oppeace.org" <jlamert@oppeace.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:12:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joanne Lamert jlamert@oppeace.org US
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"tundra1@maine.rr.com" <tundra1@maine.rr.com>

From: "tundra1@maine.rr.com" <tundra1@maine.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:12:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jack Mccormack tundra1@maine.rr.com US
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"nicholaserich@gmail.com" <nicholaserich@gmail.com>

From: "nicholaserich@gmail.com" <nicholaserich@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:12:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nick Rich nicholaserich@gmail.com US
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"fraswa.rtc@gmail.com" <fraswa.rtc@gmail.com>

From: "fraswa.rtc@gmail.com" <fraswa.rtc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frances Swanstrom fraswa.rtc@gmail.com
US
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"stephanie.borda@kencogroup.com" <stephanie.borda@kencogroup.com>

From: "stephanie.borda@kencogroup.com"
<stephanie.borda@kencogroup.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephani Borda
stephanie.borda@kencogroup.com US
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"coastalbeaches@comcast.net" <coastalbeaches@comcast.net>

From: "coastalbeaches@comcast.net" <coastalbeaches@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jo Mcgillivary coastalbeaches@comcast.net
US
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"dnasterling@starstream.net" <dnasterling@starstream.net>

From: "dnasterling@starstream.net" <dnasterling@starstream.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anne and dean Sterling
dnasterling@starstream.net US
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"gaylenk@localnet.com" <gaylenk@localnet.com>

From: "gaylenk@localnet.com" <gaylenk@localnet.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gay Kelly gaylenk@localnet.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"deborahboychuk@att.net" <deborahboychuk@att.net>

From: "deborahboychuk@att.net" <deborahboychuk@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Boychuk deborahboychuk@att.net
CA US
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"jeanne.gay@outlook.com" <jeanne.gay@outlook.com>

From: "jeanne.gay@outlook.com" <jeanne.gay@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 In
The Book of Genesis, God gave mankind dominion over all living creatures. How saddened He
is to see what mankind has done and continues to do. I am responding to the formation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8,
2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council
undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council
would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered,
or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife
populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this
approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanne Out jeanne.gay@outlook.com NJ US
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"elanagross7@gmail.com" <elanagross7@gmail.com>

From: "elanagross7@gmail.com" <elanagross7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eileen Gross elanagross7@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tctrk4@comcast.net" <tctrk4@comcast.net>

From: "tctrk4@comcast.net" <tctrk4@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Matisa tctrk4@comcast.net US
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"soul.greetings@comcast.net" <soul.greetings@comcast.net>

From: "soul.greetings@comcast.net" <soul.greetings@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Darlene Duff soul.greetings@comcast.net VT
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cachechica@hotmail.com" <cachechica@hotmail.com>

From: "cachechica@hotmail.com" <cachechica@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Bellew cachechica@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"director@mjscarola.com" <director@mjscarola.com>

From: "director@mjscarola.com" <director@mjscarola.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Scarola director@mjscarola.com NY
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jgarwin49@gmail.com" <jgarwin49@gmail.com>

From: "jgarwin49@gmail.com" <jgarwin49@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jackie Garwin jgarwin49@gmail.com US
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"gwhite@york.cuny.edu" <gwhite@york.cuny.edu>

From: "gwhite@york.cuny.edu" <gwhite@york.cuny.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, george white gwhite@york.cuny.edu NY US
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"jeanpublic1@gmail.com" <jeanpublic1@gmail.com>

From: "jeanpublic1@gmail.com" <jeanpublic1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jean Public jeanpublic1@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"boeck.simone@gmail.com" <boeck.simone@gmail.com>

From: "boeck.simone@gmail.com" <boeck.simone@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Simone Boeck boeck.simone@gmail.com US
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"allysonrdallmann@outlook.com" <allysonrdallmann@outlook.com>

From: "allysonrdallmann@outlook.com"
<allysonrdallmann@outlook.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Allyson Dallmann
allysonrdallmann@outlook.com CA US
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"kimkat067@gmail.com" <kimkat067@gmail.com>

From: "kimkat067@gmail.com" <kimkat067@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberly Tays kimkat067@gmail.com US
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"Suester@gmail.com" <Suester@gmail.com>

From: "Suester@gmail.com" <Suester@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Suzanne Luckjiff Suester@gmail.com CA US
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"tmiphd@nyc.rr.com" <tmiphd@nyc.rr.com>

From: "tmiphd@nyc.rr.com" <tmiphd@nyc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Theresa Incagnoli tmiphd@nyc.rr.com US
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"llandmar@nmsu.edu" <llandmar@nmsu.edu>

From: "llandmar@nmsu.edu" <llandmar@nmsu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Landmark llandmar@nmsu.edu US
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"mary.meyer@ospreyspillcontrol.com"
<mary.meyer@ospreyspillcontrol.com>

From: "mary.meyer@ospreyspillcontrol.com"
<mary.meyer@ospreyspillcontrol.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Meyer
mary.meyer@ospreyspillcontrol.com US
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"mhertzig@gmail.com" <mhertzig@gmail.com>

From: "mhertzig@gmail.com" <mhertzig@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Manju Hertzig mhertzig@gmail.com US
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"katedoughertypr@gmail.com" <katedoughertypr@gmail.com>

From: "katedoughertypr@gmail.com" <katedoughertypr@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Dougherty
katedoughertypr@gmail.com US
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"dotelou1942@verizon.net" <dotelou1942@verizon.net>

From: "dotelou1942@verizon.net" <dotelou1942@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dorothy Chandler dotelou1942@verizon.net
US
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"bobgaskins@gmail.com" <bobgaskins@gmail.com>

From: "bobgaskins@gmail.com" <bobgaskins@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bob Gaskins bobgaskins@gmail.com IL US
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"suejensenart@gmail.com" <suejensenart@gmail.com>

From: "suejensenart@gmail.com" <suejensenart@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Jensen suejensenart@gmail.com US
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"cm_williams49@comcast.net" <cm_williams49@comcast.net>

From: "cm_williams49@comcast.net" <cm_williams49@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Claire Williams cm_williams49@comcast.net
US
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"annajozefowicz@att.net" <annajozefowicz@att.net>

From: "annajozefowicz@att.net" <annajozefowicz@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:09:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anna Jozefowicz annajozefowicz@att.net CA
US
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"davidlevinson@bellsouth.net" <davidlevinson@bellsouth.net>

From: "davidlevinson@bellsouth.net" <davidlevinson@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:09:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Levinson davidlevinson@bellsouth.net
US
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"wharrell@mvcresearch.com" <wharrell@mvcresearch.com>

From: "wharrell@mvcresearch.com" <wharrell@mvcresearch.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:09:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wendy Harrell wharrell@mvcresearch.com
US
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"jeuely@gmail.com" <jeuely@gmail.com>

From: "jeuely@gmail.com" <jeuely@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:09:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julia Brotton jeuely@gmail.com US
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"soulsearcher57@hotmail.com" <soulsearcher57@hotmail.com>

From: "soulsearcher57@hotmail.com" <soulsearcher57@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:09:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Trish Stroble soulsearcher57@hotmail.com
PA US
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"dcorlito@gmail.com" <dcorlito@gmail.com>

From: "dcorlito@gmail.com" <dcorlito@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:09:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna C dcorlito@gmail.com US
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"mattobin@juno.com" <mattobin@juno.com>

From: "mattobin@juno.com" <mattobin@juno.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. BETTER YET, DISARM THE TROPHY HUNTERS AND
PUT THEM IN THE WOODS WITH THE ANIMALS THEY ARE HUNTING TO EXTINCTION.
TOO BAD WE CAN'T MAKE TROPHY HUNTERS EXTINCT! NOW THAT WOULD MAKE A
BETTER WORLD! Sincerely, Maryanne Tobin mattobin@juno.com US
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"alex5088@gmail.com" <alex5088@gmail.com>

From: "alex5088@gmail.com" <alex5088@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alex Albright alex5088@gmail.com US
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"steph80sidol@gmail.com" <steph80sidol@gmail.com>

From: "steph80sidol@gmail.com" <steph80sidol@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephanie Schackney
steph80sidol@gmail.com US
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"rita.waine@comcast.net" <rita.waine@comcast.net>

From: "rita.waine@comcast.net" <rita.waine@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:09:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rita Waine rita.waine@comcast.net US
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"shellyandron@comcast.net" <shellyandron@comcast.net>

From: "shellyandron@comcast.net" <shellyandron@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelly Joscelyn shellyandron@comcast.net
US
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"ritajoyceartist@gmail.com" <ritajoyceartist@gmail.com>

From: "ritajoyceartist@gmail.com" <ritajoyceartist@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rita Joyce ritajoyceartist@gmail.com US
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"lhenry2309@gmail.com" <lhenry2309@gmail.com>

From: "lhenry2309@gmail.com" <lhenry2309@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:10:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Louis Henry lhenry2309@gmail.com NH US
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"ldawson@jisp.net" <ldawson@jisp.net>

From: "ldawson@jisp.net" <ldawson@jisp.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:09:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lawrence Dawson ldawson@jisp.net US
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"dumobest2@comcast.net" <dumobest2@comcast.net>

From: "dumobest2@comcast.net" <dumobest2@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:09:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mo Berg dumobest2@comcast.net CA US
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"reinish@me.com" <reinish@me.com>

From: "reinish@me.com" <reinish@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennfer Reinish reinish@me.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"laura.e.kidd@gmail.com" <laura.e.kidd@gmail.com>

From: "laura.e.kidd@gmail.com" <laura.e.kidd@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:09:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Kidd laura.e.kidd@gmail.com US
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"luci.evanston@salusengineering.com"
<luci.evanston@salusengineering.com>

From: "luci.evanston@salusengineering.com"
<luci.evanston@salusengineering.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:09:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Luci Evanston
luci.evanston@salusengineering.com US
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"touchpeace@gmail.com" <touchpeace@gmail.com>

From: "touchpeace@gmail.com" <touchpeace@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:09:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bonnie Pannell touchpeace@gmail.com US
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"leakn@icloud.com" <leakn@icloud.com>

From: "leakn@icloud.com" <leakn@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Lea leakn@icloud.com US
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"msflorenda@gmail.com" <msflorenda@gmail.com>

From: "msflorenda@gmail.com" <msflorenda@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:09:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Florenda Gonzales msflorenda@gmail.com
US
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"heathercarr1@gmail.com" <heathercarr1@gmail.com>

From: "heathercarr1@gmail.com" <heathercarr1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:09:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather Carr heathercarr1@gmail.com US
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"rocknroman@hotmail.com" <rocknroman@hotmail.com>

From: "rocknroman@hotmail.com" <rocknroman@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:09:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Franklin rocknroman@hotmail.com
US
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"gah2obaby@gmail.com" <gah2obaby@gmail.com>

From: "gah2obaby@gmail.com" <gah2obaby@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Georgia Sizemore gah2obaby@gmail.com
NC US
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"shogan40@comcast.net" <shogan40@comcast.net>

From: "shogan40@comcast.net" <shogan40@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Hogan shogan40@comcast.net US
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"aconnolly@bosfrt.com" <aconnolly@bosfrt.com>

From: "aconnolly@bosfrt.com" <aconnolly@bosfrt.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, April Connolly aconnolly@bosfrt.com US
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"derindanilsson@hotmail.com" <derindanilsson@hotmail.com>

From: "derindanilsson@hotmail.com" <derindanilsson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Derinda Nilsson derindanilsson@hotmail.com
US
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"monicasmith1125@gmail.com" <monicasmith1125@gmail.com>

From: "monicasmith1125@gmail.com" <monicasmith1125@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Monica Smith monicasmith1125@gmail.com
US
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"rsandgrund@legalaidbuffalo.org" <rsandgrund@legalaidbuffalo.org>

From: "rsandgrund@legalaidbuffalo.org"
<rsandgrund@legalaidbuffalo.org>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Sandgrund
rsandgrund@legalaidbuffalo.org US
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"csliger47@hotmail.com" <csliger47@hotmail.com>

From: "csliger47@hotmail.com" <csliger47@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Sliger csliger47@hotmail.com US
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"abbe-freeland@juno.com" <abbe-freeland@juno.com>

From: "abbe-freeland@juno.com" <abbe-freeland@juno.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cher Button-Dobmeier abbe-
freeland@juno.com US
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"noreenmichaud@msn.com" <noreenmichaud@msn.com>

From: "noreenmichaud@msn.com" <noreenmichaud@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Noreen Michaud noreenmichaud@msn.com
US
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"elfeld@optonline.net" <elfeld@optonline.net>

From: "elfeld@optonline.net" <elfeld@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ellen Feld elfeld@optonline.net US
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"carollcushman@gmail.com" <carollcushman@gmail.com>

From: "carollcushman@gmail.com" <carollcushman@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Cushman carollcushman@gmail.com
US
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"MarlaRN0419@comcast.ney" <MarlaRN0419@comcast.ney>

From: "MarlaRN0419@comcast.ney" <MarlaRN0419@comcast.ney>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marla Brown MarlaRN0419@comcast.ney MI
US
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"snydercm@hotmail.com" <snydercm@hotmail.com>

From: "snydercm@hotmail.com" <snydercm@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolynn Snyder snydercm@hotmail.com TX
US
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"rita.alderucci@jud.ca.gov" <rita.alderucci@jud.ca.gov>

From: "rita.alderucci@jud.ca.gov" <rita.alderucci@jud.ca.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rita Alderucci rita.alderucci@jud.ca.gov US
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"jasp2007@comcast.net" <jasp2007@comcast.net>

From: "jasp2007@comcast.net" <jasp2007@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacey Peeples jasp2007@comcast.net US
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"icbdenver@hotmail.com" <icbdenver@hotmail.com>

From: "icbdenver@hotmail.com" <icbdenver@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Irene Bowden icbdenver@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mysterilover@hotmail.com" <mysterilover@hotmail.com>

From: "mysterilover@hotmail.com" <mysterilover@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lori Beinhauer mysterilover@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"joycedoria2@gmail.com" <joycedoria2@gmail.com>

From: "joycedoria2@gmail.com" <joycedoria2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joyce Doria joycedoria2@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lberry@merrimackmortgage.com" <lberry@merrimackmortgage.com>

From: "lberry@merrimackmortgage.com"
<lberry@merrimackmortgage.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynne Berry lberry@merrimackmortgage.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"marty.parkingmeter@gmail.com" <marty.parkingmeter@gmail.com>

From: "marty.parkingmeter@gmail.com"
<marty.parkingmeter@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Martin Perlmutter
marty.parkingmeter@gmail.com US

"marty.parkingmeter@gmail.com" <marty.parkingmeter@gmail.com>

From: "marty.parkingmeter@gmail.com"
<marty.parkingmeter@gmail.com>



Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Martin Perlmutter
marty.parkingmeter@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"marinerguy96@gmail.com" <marinerguy96@gmail.com>

From: "marinerguy96@gmail.com" <marinerguy96@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mychal Bowden marinerguy96@gmail.com
OR US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fortuin948.rf@gmail.com" <fortuin948.rf@gmail.com>

From: "fortuin948.rf@gmail.com" <fortuin948.rf@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rowena Fortuin fortuin948.rf@gmail.com ZA



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"peekapoo24@gmail.com" <peekapoo24@gmail.com>

From: "peekapoo24@gmail.com" <peekapoo24@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:08:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Freitag peekapoo24@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cjones4515@icloud.com" <cjones4515@icloud.com>

From: "cjones4515@icloud.com" <cjones4515@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carole Jones cjones4515@icloud.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ghamilton@aiuonline.edu" <ghamilton@aiuonline.edu>

From: "ghamilton@aiuonline.edu" <ghamilton@aiuonline.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ally Hamilton ghamilton@aiuonline.edu US
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"leclubbag@gmail.com" <leclubbag@gmail.com>

From: "leclubbag@gmail.com" <leclubbag@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, William Reich leclubbag@gmail.com US
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"joyce.moore1@att.net" <joyce.moore1@att.net>

From: "joyce.moore1@att.net" <joyce.moore1@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joyce Moore joyce.moore1@att.net US
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"patricia.mcardle@att.net" <patricia.mcardle@att.net>

From: "patricia.mcardle@att.net" <patricia.mcardle@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia McArdle patricia.mcardle@att.net US
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"ramsey6493@bellsouth.net" <ramsey6493@bellsouth.net>

From: "ramsey6493@bellsouth.net" <ramsey6493@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:06:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brian Ramsey ramsey6493@bellsouth.net
US
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"doclawpmk@live.com" <doclawpmk@live.com>

From: "doclawpmk@live.com" <doclawpmk@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:06:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Philip M. Kober, JD, MD, PhD
doclawpmk@live.com US
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"sosie90@gmail.com" <sosie90@gmail.com>

From: "sosie90@gmail.com" <sosie90@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:06:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Esosa Aghimien sosie90@gmail.com US
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"n_spielman@hotmail.com" <n_spielman@hotmail.com>

From: "n_spielman@hotmail.com" <n_spielman@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Norman Spielman n_spielman@hotmail.com
US
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"j.eckler@hotmail.com" <j.eckler@hotmail.com>

From: "j.eckler@hotmail.com" <j.eckler@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Eckler j.eckler@hotmail.com CO US
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"tiffo1111@hotmail.com" <tiffo1111@hotmail.com>

From: "tiffo1111@hotmail.com" <tiffo1111@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tiffany Story tiffo1111@hotmail.com US
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"jnapom@hotmail.com" <jnapom@hotmail.com>

From: "jnapom@hotmail.com" <jnapom@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:06:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: jnapom@hotmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jerry napombhejara jnapom@hotmail.com
CA US
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"marylouynda@outlook.com" <marylouynda@outlook.com>

From: "marylouynda@outlook.com" <marylouynda@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:07:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Miles Ciletti marylouynda@outlook.com US
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"geepyjeep@gmail.com" <geepyjeep@gmail.com>

From: "geepyjeep@gmail.com" <geepyjeep@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:06:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, William Hill geepyjeep@gmail.com US
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"deb@sealscottcpa.com" <deb@sealscottcpa.com>

From: "deb@sealscottcpa.com" <deb@sealscottcpa.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deb Sealscott deb@sealscottcpa.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"judylock1@msn.com" <judylock1@msn.com>

From: "judylock1@msn.com" <judylock1@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:06:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith Lock judylock1@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jami.ireland@gmail.com" <jami.ireland@gmail.com>

From: "jami.ireland@gmail.com" <jami.ireland@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:06:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jamie Ireland jami.ireland@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bcre8iv@midco.net" <bcre8iv@midco.net>

From: "bcre8iv@midco.net" <bcre8iv@midco.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brenda Stubbs bcre8iv@midco.net ND US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"MAGICROWN@COMCAST.NET" <MAGICROWN@comcast.net>

From: "MAGICROWN@COMCAST.NET"
<MAGICROWN@comcast.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
STOP THIS MADNESS NOW! As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy
hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the
expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities
that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is
making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at
best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of
an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and
when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of sound
economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting
industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial. The U.S. is already
importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in
IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S.
accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll
showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this
council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several
changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a
holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and
animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI
announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused
representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has
no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s
current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes,
and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank
you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to
ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, PAM
THEMELIS MAGICROWN@COMCAST.NET MA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vanessa176@hotmail.com" <vanessa176@hotmail.com>

From: "vanessa176@hotmail.com" <vanessa176@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vanessa Mcneill vanessa176@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"juliajantas@gmail.com" <juliajantas@gmail.com>

From: "juliajantas@gmail.com" <juliajantas@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julia Jantas juliajantas@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"judybening@icloud.com" <judybening@icloud.com>

From: "judybening@icloud.com" <judybening@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:06:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Bening judybening@icloud.com US
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"caroleolson98@gmail.com" <caroleolson98@gmail.com>

From: "caroleolson98@gmail.com" <caroleolson98@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carole Olson caroleolson98@gmail.com WA
US
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"zakiazizi923@gmail.com" <zakiazizi923@gmail.com>

From: "zakiazizi923@gmail.com" <zakiazizi923@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Zaki Azizi zakiazizi923@gmail.com US
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"stnaples@hotmail.com" <stnaples@hotmail.com>

From: "stnaples@hotmail.com" <stnaples@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephanie Naples stnaples@hotmail.com US
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"macandchels@comcast.net" <macandchels@comcast.net>

From: "macandchels@comcast.net" <macandchels@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:06:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Moira Landis macandchels@comcast.net WA
US
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"fbraglia@comcast.net" <fbraglia@comcast.net>

From: "fbraglia@comcast.net" <fbraglia@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Fran Braglia fbraglia@comcast.net US
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"codyhoff85@gmail.com" <codyhoff85@gmail.com>

From: "codyhoff85@gmail.com" <codyhoff85@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cody Hoff codyhoff85@gmail.com US
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Kathryn Kerensky <kathryn.kerensky@gmail.com>

From: Kathryn Kerensky <kathryn.kerensky@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Comment on International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell, 

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Sincerely,
Kathryn

-- 
Kathryn A. Kerensky, J.D.
State Authorization Analyst
Delphi Center for Teaching and Learning
University of Louisville
kathryn.kerensky@gmail.com

mailto:kathryn.cross90@gmail.com
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"barkerbud@hotmail.com" <barkerbud@hotmail.com>

From: "barkerbud@hotmail.com" <barkerbud@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Thomas Boggs barkerbud@hotmail.com US
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"normasutcl@gmail.com" <normasutcl@gmail.com>

From: "normasutcl@gmail.com" <normasutcl@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Norma Sutcliffe normasutcl@gmail.com US
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"ellenroneill@gmail.com" <ellenroneill@gmail.com>

From: "ellenroneill@gmail.com" <ellenroneill@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ellen O'Neill ellenroneill@gmail.com US
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"bwright@fmtc.com" <bwright@fmtc.com>

From: "bwright@fmtc.com" <bwright@fmtc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:04:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brenda Wright bwright@fmtc.com US
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"wyro@dc.rr.com" <wyro@dc.rr.com>

From: "wyro@dc.rr.com" <wyro@dc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:04:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wyn Roe wyro@dc.rr.com US
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"meganzodrow39@gmail.com" <meganzodrow39@gmail.com>

From: "meganzodrow39@gmail.com" <meganzodrow39@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Megan Zodrow meganzodrow39@gmail.com
US
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"fiercecelt@gmail.com" <fiercecelt@gmail.com>

From: "fiercecelt@gmail.com" <fiercecelt@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:04:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, REV M VINCENT TURNER
fiercecelt@gmail.com US
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"pamela@pjwordsmith.com" <pamela@pjwordsmith.com>

From: "pamela@pjwordsmith.com" <pamela@pjwordsmith.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Willits pamela@pjwordsmith.com US
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"gus1945@comcast.net" <gus1945@comcast.net>

From: "gus1945@comcast.net" <gus1945@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gus Neitzel gus1945@comcast.net US
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"sheridt@outlook.com" <sheridt@outlook.com>

From: "sheridt@outlook.com" <sheridt@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheri Deal-Tyne sheridt@outlook.com US
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"ecarlisle@healing-ayurveda.com" <ecarlisle@healing-ayurveda.com>

From: "ecarlisle@healing-ayurveda.com" <ecarlisle@healing-
ayurveda.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Carlisle ecarlisle@healing-
ayurveda.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"catcrz08@gmail.com" <catcrz08@gmail.com>

From: "catcrz08@gmail.com" <catcrz08@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:05:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelley Snyder catcrz08@gmail.com IL US
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"kim@planetmarsch.com" <kim@planetmarsch.com>

From: "kim@planetmarsch.com" <kim@planetmarsch.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:04:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberly Marsch kim@planetmarsch.com US
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"grizzlyb@charter.net" <grizzlyb@charter.net>

From: "grizzlyb@charter.net" <grizzlyb@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:04:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Oestreicher grizzlyb@charter.net US
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"danikins1@hotmail.com" <danikins1@hotmail.com>

From: "danikins1@hotmail.com" <danikins1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:04:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Danielle Mottley danikins1@hotmail.com US
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"loislane1962@gmail.com" <loislane1962@gmail.com>

From: "loislane1962@gmail.com" <loislane1962@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:04:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Naomi Basner loislane1962@gmail.com NY
US
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"marthamcg@comcast.net" <marthamcg@comcast.net>

From: "marthamcg@comcast.net" <marthamcg@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Martha McGinnis marthamcg@comcast.net
US
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"cameron@currentandfurbish.com" <cameron@currentandfurbish.com>

From: "cameron@currentandfurbish.com"
<cameron@currentandfurbish.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cameron Vail
cameron@currentandfurbish.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"margiearm5@comcast.net" <margiearm5@comcast.net>

From: "margiearm5@comcast.net" <margiearm5@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:04:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margie Armistead margiearm5@comcast.net
US
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"robert@gettinggreen.com" <robert@gettinggreen.com>

From: "robert@gettinggreen.com" <robert@gettinggreen.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:04:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Shoelson robert@gettinggreen.com
US
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"kekekatz5@gmail.com" <kekekatz5@gmail.com>

From: "kekekatz5@gmail.com" <kekekatz5@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:04:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephanie Grinmanis kekekatz5@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hempey@mac.com" <hempey@mac.com>

From: "hempey@mac.com" <hempey@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:04:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Hempey hempey@mac.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"faith.mcclure@uchealth.org" <faith.mcclure@uchealth.org>

From: "faith.mcclure@uchealth.org" <faith.mcclure@uchealth.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:04:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Faith Mcclure faith.mcclure@uchealth.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"roseanne.hovey@ga.com" <roseanne.hovey@ga.com>

From: "roseanne.hovey@ga.com" <roseanne.hovey@ga.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:04:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roseanne Hovey roseanne.hovey@ga.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"monikapajdzik98@gmail.com" <monikapajdzik98@gmail.com>

From: "monikapajdzik98@gmail.com" <monikapajdzik98@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Monika Pajdzik monikapajdzik98@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kmgrady1@gmail.com" <kmgrady1@gmail.com>

From: "kmgrady1@gmail.com" <kmgrady1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Grady kmgrady1@gmail.com US
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"tjrovca2005@gmail.com" <tjrovca2005@gmail.com>

From: "tjrovca2005@gmail.com" <tjrovca2005@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy Roberts tjrovca2005@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"b62e6e85@opayq.com" <b62e6e85@opayq.com>

From: "b62e6e85@opayq.com" <b62e6e85@opayq.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:02:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Kissak b62e6e85@opayq.com US



Conversation Contents
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"ibsck@me.com" <ibsck@me.com>

From: "ibsck@me.com" <ibsck@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shawn Kyle ibsck@me.com US
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"elspeth1964@gmail.com" <elspeth1964@gmail.com>

From: "elspeth1964@gmail.com" <elspeth1964@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Riffe elspeth1964@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"teresaharrie@gmail.com" <teresaharrie@gmail.com>

From: "teresaharrie@gmail.com" <teresaharrie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Harrie teresaharrie@gmail.com US
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"vampirate67@gmail.com" <vampirate67@gmail.com>

From: "vampirate67@gmail.com" <vampirate67@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Mcalister vampirate67@gmail.com
US
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"ajmarquis@comcast.net" <ajmarquis@comcast.net>

From: "ajmarquis@comcast.net" <ajmarquis@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peg Victor ajmarquis@comcast.net FL US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jodineturner@gmail.com" <jodineturner@gmail.com>

From: "jodineturner@gmail.com" <jodineturner@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jodine Cognato jodineturner@gmail.com OR
US
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"cat-1020@comcast.net" <cat-1020@comcast.net>

From: "cat-1020@comcast.net" <cat-1020@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:02:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Cooper cat-1020@comcast.net VA US
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"jlforgan@gmail.com" <jlforgan@gmail.com>

From: "jlforgan@gmail.com" <jlforgan@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacky Forgan jlforgan@gmail.com US
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"ccadle@wvup.edu" <ccadle@wvup.edu>

From: "ccadle@wvup.edu" <ccadle@wvup.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Cadle ccadle@wvup.edu US
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"taylorlk48@gmail.com" <taylorlk48@gmail.com>

From: "taylorlk48@gmail.com" <taylorlk48@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Taylor taylorlk48@gmail.com US
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"phosfate@gmail.com" <phosfate@gmail.com>

From: "phosfate@gmail.com" <phosfate@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:02:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Larimer phosfate@gmail.com US
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"shondrabingaman90@gmail.com" <shondrabingaman90@gmail.com>

From: "shondrabingaman90@gmail.com"
<shondrabingaman90@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shondra Bingaman
shondrabingaman90@gmail.com US
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"molly.danielson@co.anoka.mn.us" <molly.danielson@co.anoka.mn.us>

From: "molly.danielson@co.anoka.mn.us"
<molly.danielson@co.anoka.mn.us>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Molly Danielson
molly.danielson@co.anoka.mn.us US
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"hharrisrows@live.com" <hharrisrows@live.com>

From: "hharrisrows@live.com" <hharrisrows@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:02:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather Harris hharrisrows@live.com OH US
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"holliw@recreonics.com" <holliw@recreonics.com>

From: "holliw@recreonics.com" <holliw@recreonics.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:02:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, HOLLI WRIGHT holliw@recreonics.com US
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"gardensofatlantismassage@gmail.com"
<gardensofatlantismassage@gmail.com>

From: "gardensofatlantismassage@gmail.com"
<gardensofatlantismassage@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Stilphen
gardensofatlantismassage@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sswart1818@bellsouth.net" <sswart1818@bellsouth.net>

From: "sswart1818@bellsouth.net" <sswart1818@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:03:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stanley Swart sswart1818@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kimzombo@comcast.net" <kimzombo@comcast.net>

From: "kimzombo@comcast.net" <kimzombo@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:02:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, kim zomberg kimzombo@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mcdonaldh@optonline.net" <mcdonaldh@optonline.net>

From: "mcdonaldh@optonline.net" <mcdonaldh@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:02:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71 percent of the global imports
of threatened species. Furthermore, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87 percent of
Americans do not support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council truly to
promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: •
Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic,
sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal
welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement
suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. •
Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the
discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current
directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to
seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for
taking the time to respond to these concerns. I strongly urge the DOI to make these adjustments
to ensure that this council truly benefits international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Holly
McDonald mcdonaldh@optonline.net US
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"123sandy4u@gmail.com" <123sandy4u@gmail.com>

From: "123sandy4u@gmail.com" <123sandy4u@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:02:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandy Jenson 123sandy4u@gmail.com US
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"staciemalone72@gmail.com" <staciemalone72@gmail.com>

From: "staciemalone72@gmail.com" <staciemalone72@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:02:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacie Malone staciemalone72@gmail.com
US
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"gailmatteo@hotmail.com" <gailmatteo@hotmail.com>

From: "gailmatteo@hotmail.com" <gailmatteo@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:02:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail Matteo gailmatteo@hotmail.com US
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"terrimaddex@gmail.com" <terrimaddex@gmail.com>

From: "terrimaddex@gmail.com" <terrimaddex@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:01:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Theresa Maddex terrimaddex@gmail.com
US
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"babeloveshorses44@gmail.com" <babeloveshorses44@gmail.com>

From: "babeloveshorses44@gmail.com"
<babeloveshorses44@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:02:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maybelle Johnson
babeloveshorses44@gmail.com US
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"dawson.janmarie@gmail.com" <dawson.janmarie@gmail.com>

From: "dawson.janmarie@gmail.com" <dawson.janmarie@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:02:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangbbnnjered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that
truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their
habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions
that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side
effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does
more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for
promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific
evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such
evidence is extremely limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of
trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing
for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the
global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of
Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly
promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: •
Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic,
sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal
welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement
suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. •
Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the
discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current
directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to
seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for
taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure
this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jan Dawson
dawson.janmarie@gmail.com US
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"quejodes@gmail.com" <quejodes@gmail.com>

From: "quejodes@gmail.com" <quejodes@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:01:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandy Falcon quejodes@gmail.com US
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"mockingbird13@bellsouth.net" <mockingbird13@bellsouth.net>

From: "mockingbird13@bellsouth.net" <mockingbird13@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:02:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, S. Jordan mockingbird13@bellsouth.net FL
US
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"jrwelker@me.com" <jrwelker@me.com>

From: "jrwelker@me.com" <jrwelker@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:02:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Welker jrwelker@me.com US
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"wkingsley658@gmail.com" <wkingsley658@gmail.com>

From: "wkingsley658@gmail.com" <wkingsley658@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:02:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wilder Kingsley wkingsley658@gmail.com
US
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"seagoddess75@hotmail.com" <seagoddess75@hotmail.com>

From: "seagoddess75@hotmail.com" <seagoddess75@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:02:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary n seagoddess75@hotmail.com US
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"textdesigner@hotmail.com" <textdesigner@hotmail.com>

From: "textdesigner@hotmail.com" <textdesigner@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:01:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jan Carlson textdesigner@hotmail.com US
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"briggsstones@embarqmail.com" <briggsstones@embarqmail.com>

From: "briggsstones@embarqmail.com"
<briggsstones@embarqmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:00:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Briggs
briggsstones@embarqmail.com US
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"bzellbreier@gmail.com" <bzellbreier@gmail.com>

From: "bzellbreier@gmail.com" <bzellbreier@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:01:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Billie Zell-Breier bzellbreier@gmail.com US
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"islandboundnow@gmail.com" <islandboundnow@gmail.com>

From: "islandboundnow@gmail.com" <islandboundnow@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:01:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Valerie Haskins islandboundnow@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"brunswick64@gmail.com" <brunswick64@gmail.com>

From: "brunswick64@gmail.com" <brunswick64@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:01:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council will be scrapped for a meaningful council, one that has the interest
of the animals and the planet, not just the Isis of the Woods and Plains. As proposed, the
council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened,
endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve
wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing
this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species
protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small
have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of
the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation to be outvoted at every turn. •
Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has absolutely no
place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s
current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes,
and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank
you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to
ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, E Mechler
brunswick64@gmail.com ME US
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"sully.howard@gmail.com" <sully.howard@gmail.com>

From: "sully.howard@gmail.com" <sully.howard@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sully Howard sully.howard@gmail.com US
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"danielleguay04@gmail.com" <danielleguay04@gmail.com>

From: "danielleguay04@gmail.com" <danielleguay04@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:01:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Danielle Guay danielleguay04@gmail.com
US
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"suzanne.besaw@bayer.com" <suzanne.besaw@bayer.com>

From: "suzanne.besaw@bayer.com" <suzanne.besaw@bayer.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:01:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Suzanne Besaw suzanne.besaw@bayer.com
US
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"donna.erhardt@aa.com" <donna.erhardt@aa.com>

From: "donna.erhardt@aa.com" <donna.erhardt@aa.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:01:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Erhardt donna.erhardt@aa.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ledacd18@gmail.com" <ledacd18@gmail.com>

From: "ledacd18@gmail.com" <ledacd18@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:00:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leda Dominguez ledacd18@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nelsonfy@hawaiiantel.net" <nelsonfy@hawaiiantel.net>

From: "nelsonfy@hawaiiantel.net" <nelsonfy@hawaiiantel.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:00:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Lombardi nelsonfy@hawaiiantel.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"myra.akel@gmail.com" <myra.akel@gmail.com>

From: "myra.akel@gmail.com" <myra.akel@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:00:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Myra Akel myra.akel@gmail.com US
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"deborahsmth024@gmail.com" <deborahsmth024@gmail.com>

From: "deborahsmth024@gmail.com" <deborahsmth024@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:00:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Smith deborahsmth024@gmail.com
US
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"clanders@azdor.gov" <clanders@azdor.gov>

From: "clanders@azdor.gov" <clanders@azdor.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:00:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cathy Landers clanders@azdor.gov US
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"judyanncoll@msn.com" <judyanncoll@msn.com>

From: "judyanncoll@msn.com" <judyanncoll@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:00:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Collins judyanncoll@msn.com US
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"tfarris@arthur.k12.il.us" <tfarris@arthur.k12.il.us>

From: "tfarris@arthur.k12.il.us" <tfarris@arthur.k12.il.us>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:00:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Letitia Farris tfarris@arthur.k12.il.us US
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"dasharian1@gmail.com" <dasharian1@gmail.com>

From: "dasharian1@gmail.com" <dasharian1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:00:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dasharian Young dasharian1@gmail.com US
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"pachydermpassion@gmail.com" <pachydermpassion@gmail.com>

From: "pachydermpassion@gmail.com"
<pachydermpassion@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:00:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helen LeBrecht
pachydermpassion@gmail.com US
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"eaklimp@gmail.com" <eaklimp@gmail.com>

From: "eaklimp@gmail.com" <eaklimp@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:00:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Klimp eaklimp@gmail.com US
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"kks@carmanbeauchamp.com" <kks@carmanbeauchamp.com>

From: "kks@carmanbeauchamp.com" <kks@carmanbeauchamp.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:59:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberly Sang kks@carmanbeauchamp.com
US
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"arthurg419@hotmail.com" <arthurg419@hotmail.com>

From: "arthurg419@hotmail.com" <arthurg419@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:59:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Arthur Goldsmith arthurg419@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"carolborzotta@hotmail.com" <carolborzotta@hotmail.com>

From: "carolborzotta@hotmail.com" <carolborzotta@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 13:00:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Borzotta carolborzotta@hotmail.com
US
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"tniccum@roadrunner.com" <tniccum@roadrunner.com>

From: "tniccum@roadrunner.com" <tniccum@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:58:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terri Niccum tniccum@roadrunner.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"beatrice.m.iliescu@dartmouth.edu" <beatrice.m.iliescu@dartmouth.edu>

From: "beatrice.m.iliescu@dartmouth.edu"
<beatrice.m.iliescu@dartmouth.edu>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:59:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betty Iliescu
beatrice.m.iliescu@dartmouth.edu US
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"kl.nussbaumer@charter.net" <kl.nussbaumer@charter.net>

From: "kl.nussbaumer@charter.net" <kl.nussbaumer@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:59:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Nussbaumer
kl.nussbaumer@charter.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"charles.c.cole@gm.com" <charles.c.cole@gm.com>

From: "charles.c.cole@gm.com" <charles.c.cole@gm.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:59:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charles Cole charles.c.cole@gm.com US
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"ajmangini@gmail.com" <ajmangini@gmail.com>

From: "ajmangini@gmail.com" <ajmangini@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:59:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alyson Mangini ajmangini@gmail.com US
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"cindympendergrast@gmail.com" <cindympendergrast@gmail.com>

From: "cindympendergrast@gmail.com"
<cindympendergrast@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:59:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Pendergrast
cindympendergrast@gmail.com US
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"davidjamespsychicwisdom@gmail.com"
<davidjamespsychicwisdom@gmail.com>

From: "davidjamespsychicwisdom@gmail.com"
<davidjamespsychicwisdom@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:59:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David James
davidjamespsychicwisdom@gmail.com NY US
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"mishcap@hotmail.com" <mishcap@hotmail.com>

From: "mishcap@hotmail.com" <mishcap@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:59:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, michele capra mishcap@hotmail.com US
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"zsylviaf@gmail.com" <zsylviaf@gmail.com>

From: "zsylviaf@gmail.com" <zsylviaf@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:59:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sylvia Flowers zsylviaf@gmail.com US
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"maliceharmon@hotmail.com" <maliceharmon@hotmail.com>

From: "maliceharmon@hotmail.com" <maliceharmon@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:59:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Harmon maliceharmon@hotmail.com
US
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"bedlamfarms@hotmail.com" <bedlamfarms@hotmail.com>

From: "bedlamfarms@hotmail.com" <bedlamfarms@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:59:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heidi Marty bedlamfarms@hotmail.com US
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"audiking@gmail.com" <audiking@gmail.com>

From: "audiking@gmail.com" <audiking@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:58:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bill King audiking@gmail.com IL US
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"tvancelette@nc.rr.com" <tvancelette@nc.rr.com>

From: "tvancelette@nc.rr.com" <tvancelette@nc.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:59:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tim Vancelette tvancelette@nc.rr.com US
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"kslynch@indiana.edu" <kslynch@indiana.edu>

From: "kslynch@indiana.edu" <kslynch@indiana.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:59:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Lynch kslynch@indiana.edu US
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"cclilly@icloud.com" <cclilly@icloud.com>

From: "cclilly@icloud.com" <cclilly@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:58:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carolyn Lilly cclilly@icloud.com US
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"masterj650@hotmail.com" <masterj650@hotmail.com>

From: "masterj650@hotmail.com" <masterj650@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:58:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charles Masterson masterj650@hotmail.com
US
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"purrsnpaws@cfl.rr.com" <purrsnpaws@cfl.rr.com>

From: "purrsnpaws@cfl.rr.com" <purrsnpaws@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:58:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Smith purrsnpaws@cfl.rr.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"susans@lmairtech.com" <susans@lmairtech.com>

From: "susans@lmairtech.com" <susans@lmairtech.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:58:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Szewczuk susans@lmairtech.com US
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"chakoutis@comcast.net" <chakoutis@comcast.net>

From: "chakoutis@comcast.net" <chakoutis@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:58:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Chakoutis chakoutis@comcast.net MA
US
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"claire@claireburdett.com" <claire@claireburdett.com>

From: "claire@claireburdett.com" <claire@claireburdett.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:58:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Claire Burdett claire@claireburdett.com CA
US
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"jberman@antiochcollege.edu" <jberman@antiochcollege.edu>

From: "jberman@antiochcollege.edu" <jberman@antiochcollege.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:58:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Berman
jberman@antiochcollege.edu US
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"codered39@gmail.com" <codered39@gmail.com>

From: "codered39@gmail.com" <codered39@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:58:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cody Morrison codered39@gmail.com WA
US
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"jaimistoryteller0@gmail.com" <jaimistoryteller0@gmail.com>

From: "jaimistoryteller0@gmail.com" <jaimistoryteller0@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:57:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jamie Miller jaimistoryteller0@gmail.com MI
US
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"replicatorrations@gmail.com" <replicatorrations@gmail.com>

From: "replicatorrations@gmail.com" <replicatorrations@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:57:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrea Bunch replicatorrations@gmail.com
US
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"dalee@turnkeysolutions.com" <dalee@turnkeysolutions.com>

From: "dalee@turnkeysolutions.com" <dalee@turnkeysolutions.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:57:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dale Ellis dalee@turnkeysolutions.com US
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"elainedaaron@gmail.com" <elainedaaron@gmail.com>

From: "elainedaaron@gmail.com" <elainedaaron@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:57:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elaine Aaron elainedaaron@gmail.com MO
US
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"cborje@gmx.com" <cborje@gmx.com>

From: "cborje@gmx.com" <cborje@gmx.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:58:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Borje cborje@gmx.com US
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"edgarofbrooklyn@gmail.com" <edgarofbrooklyn@gmail.com>

From: "edgarofbrooklyn@gmail.com" <edgarofbrooklyn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:58:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Edgar Weinstock
edgarofbrooklyn@gmail.com US
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"vachonesque1@comcast.net" <vachonesque1@comcast.net>

From: "vachonesque1@comcast.net" <vachonesque1@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:57:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Armer vachonesque1@comcast.net
US
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"t@allathome.net" <t@allathome.net>

From: "t@allathome.net" <t@allathome.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:57:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
There are many practical and philosophical reasons for termating trophy hunting. We have
already decimated our sharply declining wildlife. This practice is cruel and sophomoric. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats.
The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with
extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting
Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a
recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting endangered
species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI
would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus
on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife
conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As
written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by
wildlife focused representation. It’s hard to believe the gun and ammo people could offer
anything other than a seriously biased view of the issue. They should never be part of the
debate! Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these
adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Toni LeQuire-Schott t@allathome.net US
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"redleg@zianet.com" <redleg@zianet.com>

From: "redleg@zianet.com" <redleg@zianet.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:57:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charles Revie redleg@zianet.com US
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"janice_everett@msn.com" <janice_everett@msn.com>

From: "janice_everett@msn.com" <janice_everett@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:56:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janice Everett janice_everett@msn.com US
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"lindalcapps@gmail.com" <lindalcapps@gmail.com>

From: "lindalcapps@gmail.com" <lindalcapps@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:57:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Capps lindalcapps@gmail.com WA US
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"slw60@comcast.net" <slw60@comcast.net>

From: "slw60@comcast.net" <slw60@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:57:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Harris slw60@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"arwerl@gmail.com" <arwerl@gmail.com>

From: "arwerl@gmail.com" <arwerl@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:56:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Walters arwerl@gmail.com US
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"trojannick1974@live.com" <trojannick1974@live.com>

From: "trojannick1974@live.com" <trojannick1974@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:57:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nick Tsambassis trojannick1974@live.com
US
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"c.chaffin@frontiernet.net" <c.chaffin@frontiernet.net>

From: "c.chaffin@frontiernet.net" <c.chaffin@frontiernet.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:57:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carrie Chaffin c.chaffin@frontiernet.net US



Conversation Contents
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"matipanna@gmail.com" <matipanna@gmail.com>

From: "matipanna@gmail.com" <matipanna@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:56:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deanna Demers matipanna@gmail.com MA
US
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"agough@amadorgov.org" <agough@amadorgov.org>

From: "agough@amadorgov.org" <agough@amadorgov.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:57:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, aleasha Brown agough@amadorgov.org US
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"sonjawong@mac.com" <sonjawong@mac.com>

From: "sonjawong@mac.com" <sonjawong@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:57:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sonja Wong sonjawong@mac.com US
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"crhodes@briggsfreeman.com" <crhodes@briggsfreeman.com>

From: "crhodes@briggsfreeman.com" <crhodes@briggsfreeman.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:57:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carole Rhodes crhodes@briggsfreeman.com
US
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"rmadier1@rochester.rr.com" <rmadier1@rochester.rr.com>

From: "rmadier1@rochester.rr.com" <rmadier1@rochester.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:57:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, margaret magiera
rmadier1@rochester.rr.com US
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"anamcoro@gmail.com" <anamcoro@gmail.com>

From: "anamcoro@gmail.com" <anamcoro@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:57:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ana Coro anamcoro@gmail.com US
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"desperatepictures@mac.com" <desperatepictures@mac.com>

From: "desperatepictures@mac.com" <desperatepictures@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:55:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, gregg araki desperatepictures@mac.com US
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"dhall3@elmore.rr.com" <dhall3@elmore.rr.com>

From: "dhall3@elmore.rr.com" <dhall3@elmore.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:56:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Hall dhall3@elmore.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"smuller54@msn.com" <smuller54@msn.com>

From: "smuller54@msn.com" <smuller54@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:56:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Muller smuller54@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"amberina2@hotmail.com" <amberina2@hotmail.com>

From: "amberina2@hotmail.com" <amberina2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:56:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Shankles amberina2@hotmail.com
US
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"Sholstein33@msn.com" <Sholstein33@msn.com>

From: "Sholstein33@msn.com" <Sholstein33@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:56:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Holstein Sholstein33@msn.com CO
US
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"wsmckeever@gmail.com" <wsmckeever@gmail.com>

From: "wsmckeever@gmail.com" <wsmckeever@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:56:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, william mckeever wsmckeever@gmail.com
US
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"christinewitzmann@hotmail.com" <christinewitzmann@hotmail.com>

From: "christinewitzmann@hotmail.com"
<christinewitzmann@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:56:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Witzmann
christinewitzmann@hotmail.com US
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"sydneystutterheim@mac.com" <sydneystutterheim@mac.com>

From: "sydneystutterheim@mac.com" <sydneystutterheim@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:56:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sydney Stutterheim
sydneystutterheim@mac.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rreed@va.metrocast.net" <rreed@va.metrocast.net>

From: "rreed@va.metrocast.net" <rreed@va.metrocast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:54:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert M/Carol G Reed
rreed@va.metrocast.net US
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"kjg1955@att.net" <kjg1955@att.net>

From: "kjg1955@att.net" <kjg1955@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:56:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katherine Groeling kjg1955@att.net US
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"leevdill@gmail.com" <leevdill@gmail.com>

From: "leevdill@gmail.com" <leevdill@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:55:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lee Dill leevdill@gmail.com US
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"carlsonv698@gmail.com" <carlsonv698@gmail.com>

From: "carlsonv698@gmail.com" <carlsonv698@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:55:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Victoria Carlson carlsonv698@gmail.com US
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"tracy.sue.wilson@gmail.com" <tracy.sue.wilson@gmail.com>

From: "tracy.sue.wilson@gmail.com" <tracy.sue.wilson@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:55:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy Wilson tracy.sue.wilson@gmail.com
US
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"ml200510@gmail.com" <ml200510@gmail.com>

From: "ml200510@gmail.com" <ml200510@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:55:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, min luetschwager ml200510@gmail.com US
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"carlplant1@gmail.com" <carlplant1@gmail.com>

From: "carlplant1@gmail.com" <carlplant1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:55:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carl Plant carlplant1@gmail.com US
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"markandpattie@cox.net" <markandpattie@cox.net>

From: "markandpattie@cox.net" <markandpattie@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:54:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
How someone could shoot an intelligent well loved animal as an elephant or allow them to be
shot and killed, is beyond me! Not to mention why would anyone, on their watch, want to risk
contributing to elephant extinction as their Legacy, just to appease their hunting buddies?
Trophy hunting of endangered species, does NOT help conservation, when it kills the animals
you're suppose to be protecting under the Endangered Species Act! Most often, bigger and
healthy individuals in their prime of breeding are killed, like what happened to Cecil the Lion
there in Zimbabwe. It creates genetic bottlenecks that makes a species weaker to survive in the
wild. Where is the conservation value of that? You may think the money goes to help
conservation or the local people? No, ..the money been going to corrupt officials and Zimbabwe
is littered with them, not to mention the political uncertainty following the ongoing military coup
there! - What the hell were you guys thinking! SCI and other trophy hunting outfits also need to
be transparent and show us where the money is actually going as the locals are stating they are
not befitting from this masked so called conservation effort! Hunting endangered species has no
conservation value! If there's another Cecil the Lion type killing or a famous tusker gets killed,
will you President Trump, and the USFWS be able to handle the backlash from that, i think not!
Do the right thing, and make it a permanent ban for the endangered elephants and Lions, trust
me and the other 87% of the American people, you'll be glad you did! In order to for this council
to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several
changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a
holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and
animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI
announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused
representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has
no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s
current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes,
and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank
you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to
ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, mark
Biewers markandpattie@cox.net CA US
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"julie.rhone@gmail.com" <julie.rhone@gmail.com>

From: "julie.rhone@gmail.com" <julie.rhone@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:54:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Edwards julie.rhone@gmail.com US
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"whitecoreym@icloud.com" <whitecoreym@icloud.com>

From: "whitecoreym@icloud.com" <whitecoreym@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:54:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Corey White whitecoreym@icloud.com NH
US
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"jejom@comcast.net" <jejom@comcast.net>

From: "jejom@comcast.net" <jejom@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:53:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica Mitchell jejom@comcast.net CO US
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"cirauloc@hongrp.com" <cirauloc@hongrp.com>

From: "cirauloc@hongrp.com" <cirauloc@hongrp.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:54:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charles Ciraulo cirauloc@hongrp.com NJ US
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"ellieweis@hotmail.com" <ellieweis@hotmail.com>

From: "ellieweis@hotmail.com" <ellieweis@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:54:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eleanor Weismiller ellieweis@hotmail.com
CA US
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"becunpublished@mac.com" <becunpublished@mac.com>

From: "becunpublished@mac.com" <becunpublished@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:54:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, bec marant becunpublished@mac.com US
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"tia@anlf.com" <tia@anlf.com>

From: "tia@anlf.com" <tia@anlf.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:54:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tia Triplett tia@anlf.com US
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"bp924@comcast.net" <bp924@comcast.net>

From: "bp924@comcast.net" <bp924@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:54:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith Petrillo bp924@comcast.net US
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"claw4@comcast.net" <claw4@comcast.net>

From: "claw4@comcast.net" <claw4@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:54:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chris Law claw4@comcast.net US
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"kaity.wightman@gmail.com" <kaity.wightman@gmail.com>

From: "kaity.wightman@gmail.com" <kaity.wightman@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:53:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kaitlyn Wightman kaity.wightman@gmail.com
US
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"kmoyer@snip.net" <kmoyer@snip.net>

From: "kmoyer@snip.net" <kmoyer@snip.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:53:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ken Moyer kmoyer@snip.net US
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"kbradref@gmail.com" <kbradref@gmail.com>

From: "kbradref@gmail.com" <kbradref@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:52:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kevin Boileau kbradref@gmail.com US
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"smmoya@live.com" <smmoya@live.com>

From: "smmoya@live.com" <smmoya@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:53:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sofia Moya smmoya@live.com US
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"jbcristo@hawaii.edu" <jbcristo@hawaii.edu>

From: "jbcristo@hawaii.edu" <jbcristo@hawaii.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:53:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Josie Cristobal jbcristo@hawaii.edu US
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"bebop4050@gmail.com" <bebop4050@gmail.com>

From: "bebop4050@gmail.com" <bebop4050@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:53:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betty Huck bebop4050@gmail.com US
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"jpolczynski@live.com" <jpolczynski@live.com>

From: "jpolczynski@live.com" <jpolczynski@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:53:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jamie Polczynski jpolczynski@live.com IL US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tim_barrington@hotmail.com" <tim_barrington@hotmail.com>

From: "tim_barrington@hotmail.com" <tim_barrington@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:52:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tim Barrington tim_barrington@hotmail.com
US
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"higgs47@gmail.com" <higgs47@gmail.com>

From: "higgs47@gmail.com" <higgs47@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:52:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, elizabeth grant higgs47@gmail.com US
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"rlbix88@gmail.com" <rlbix88@gmail.com>

From: "rlbix88@gmail.com" <rlbix88@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:52:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Bixler rlbix88@gmail.com PA US
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"ldgorham@gmx.com" <ldgorham@gmx.com>

From: "ldgorham@gmx.com" <ldgorham@gmx.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:52:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Gorham ldgorham@gmx.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fisherfarm@ctc.net" <fisherfarm@ctc.net>

From: "fisherfarm@ctc.net" <fisherfarm@ctc.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:51:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lindy Dums fisherfarm@ctc.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"antiquenuts_869@hotmail.com" <antiquenuts_869@hotmail.com>

From: "antiquenuts_869@hotmail.com"
<antiquenuts_869@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:52:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeffrey Young antiquenuts_869@hotmail.com
US
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"mgordon302@verizon.net" <mgordon302@verizon.net>

From: "mgordon302@verizon.net" <mgordon302@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:51:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mara Samuels mgordon302@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lpaxton@aaroe.com" <lpaxton@aaroe.com>

From: "lpaxton@aaroe.com" <lpaxton@aaroe.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:51:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynne Paxton lpaxton@aaroe.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fjkara@hotmail.com" <fjkara@hotmail.com>

From: "fjkara@hotmail.com" <fjkara@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:52:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frank Kara fjkara@hotmail.com US
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"barbara.a.messer@gmail.com" <barbara.a.messer@gmail.com>

From: "barbara.a.messer@gmail.com" <barbara.a.messer@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:52:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Messer
barbara.a.messer@gmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sgtvalencia@hotmail.com" <sgtvalencia@hotmail.com>

From: "sgtvalencia@hotmail.com" <sgtvalencia@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:52:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Guillermo Valencia sgtvalencia@hotmail.com
US
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"selinarivera2010@gmail.com" <selinarivera2010@gmail.com>

From: "selinarivera2010@gmail.com" <selinarivera2010@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:51:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Selina Rivera selinarivera2010@gmail.com
US
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"dee.vlahos@azdhs.gov" <dee.vlahos@azdhs.gov>

From: "dee.vlahos@azdhs.gov" <dee.vlahos@azdhs.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:51:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dee Vlahos dee.vlahos@azdhs.gov US
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"mk.vanderweyst@hotmail.com" <mk.vanderweyst@hotmail.com>

From: "mk.vanderweyst@hotmail.com" <mk.vanderweyst@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:51:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary VanderWeyst
mk.vanderweyst@hotmail.com US
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"smckee@post.harvard.edu" <smckee@post.harvard.edu>

From: "smckee@post.harvard.edu" <smckee@post.harvard.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:51:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
support wildlife. So I am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-
HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications
before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy
hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the
expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities
that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is
making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits. At best,
however, these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated
results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If
and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of
sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the
hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial. The U.S. is
already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as
revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the
U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide
poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for
this council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make
several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to
a holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and
animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI
announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused
representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has
no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s
current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes,
and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank
you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to
ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah
McKee smckee@post.harvard.edu US
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"samussr337@hotmail.com" <samussr337@hotmail.com>

From: "samussr337@hotmail.com" <samussr337@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Samuel Durkin samussr337@hotmail.com
US
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"lrm114@hotmail.com" <lrm114@hotmail.com>

From: "lrm114@hotmail.com" <lrm114@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:51:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa McNany lrm114@hotmail.com US
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"mercretroms@att.net" <mercretroms@att.net>

From: "mercretroms@att.net" <mercretroms@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:51:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marsha Smith mercretroms@att.net US
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"npeca@allstate.com" <npeca@allstate.com>

From: "npeca@allstate.com" <npeca@allstate.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:51:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicole Denneen npeca@allstate.com US
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"tammylynnpowers@gmail.com" <tammylynnpowers@gmail.com>

From: "tammylynnpowers@gmail.com" <tammylynnpowers@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:51:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tammy-lynn Powers
tammylynnpowers@gmail.com US
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"mimiabers2@gmail.com" <mimiabers2@gmail.com>

From: "mimiabers2@gmail.com" <mimiabers2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mimi Abers mimiabers2@gmail.com US
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"dumobest2@comcast.net" <dumobest2@comcast.net>

From: "dumobest2@comcast.net" <dumobest2@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:51:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mo Berg dumobest2@comcast.net CA US
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"info@vantage-point.com" <info@vantage-point.com>

From: "info@vantage-point.com" <info@vantage-point.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:51:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Arturo E info@vantage-point.com US
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"writes4aliving@gmail.com" <writes4aliving@gmail.com>

From: "writes4aliving@gmail.com" <writes4aliving@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:51:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Bencivengo writes4aliving@gmail.com
OH US
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"tammyquang@xplornet.ca" <tammyquang@xplornet.ca>

From: "tammyquang@xplornet.ca" <tammyquang@xplornet.ca>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tammy Ta tammyquang@xplornet.ca OR CA
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"jim_scotto@hotmail.com" <jim_scotto@hotmail.com>

From: "jim_scotto@hotmail.com" <jim_scotto@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Scotto jim_scotto@hotmail.com US
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"minibux@roadrunner.com" <minibux@roadrunner.com>

From: "minibux@roadrunner.com" <minibux@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Hoeh minibux@roadrunner.com NY US
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"msanders0966@gmail.com" <msanders0966@gmail.com>

From: "msanders0966@gmail.com" <msanders0966@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Monique Sanders
msanders0966@gmail.com CA US
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"ahendry@netzero.com" <ahendry@netzero.com>

From: "ahendry@netzero.com" <ahendry@netzero.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alice Hendry ahendry@netzero.com US
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"anngeier@att.net" <anngeier@att.net>

From: "anngeier@att.net" <anngeier@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Geier anngeier@att.net US
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"shdavie@roadrunner.com" <shdavie@roadrunner.com>

From: "shdavie@roadrunner.com" <shdavie@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Davie shdavie@roadrunner.com US
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"news@newsfixnow.com" <news@newsfixnow.com>

From: "news@newsfixnow.com" <news@newsfixnow.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Carl news@newsfixnow.com US
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"psifield7@hotmail.com" <psifield7@hotmail.com>

From: "psifield7@hotmail.com" <psifield7@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debra A. Charveron psifield7@hotmail.com
IL US
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"brookekoconnell@gmail.com" <brookekoconnell@gmail.com>

From: "brookekoconnell@gmail.com" <brookekoconnell@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, B O'Connell brookekoconnell@gmail.com NY
US
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"wvhurley@gmail.com" <wvhurley@gmail.com>

From: "wvhurley@gmail.com" <wvhurley@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Hurley wvhurley@gmail.com US
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"llnishi@hotmail.com" <llnishi@hotmail.com>

From: "llnishi@hotmail.com" <llnishi@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Nishi llnishi@hotmail.com US
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"melissamayfield992@hotmail.com" <melissamayfield992@hotmail.com>

From: "melissamayfield992@hotmail.com"
<melissamayfield992@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:49:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melissa Irvine
melissamayfield992@hotmail.com US
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"kvmama08@hotmail.com" <kvmama08@hotmail.com>

From: "kvmama08@hotmail.com" <kvmama08@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Vinson-Mack kvmama08@hotmail.com
US
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"danny_kline@hotmail.com" <danny_kline@hotmail.com>

From: "danny_kline@hotmail.com" <danny_kline@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Danny Kline danny_kline@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"shredqueen@gmail.com" <shredqueen@gmail.com>

From: "shredqueen@gmail.com" <shredqueen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Valerie Bollini shredqueen@gmail.com IL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kalthiser@riversideca.gov" <kalthiser@riversideca.gov>

From: "kalthiser@riversideca.gov" <kalthiser@riversideca.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:50:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kenneth Althiser kalthiser@riversideca.gov
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"solar.scarab.beetle@gmail.com" <solar.scarab.beetle@gmail.com>

From: "solar.scarab.beetle@gmail.com"
<solar.scarab.beetle@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:49:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Kelley
solar.scarab.beetle@gmail.com IN US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rlcor@msn.com" <rlcor@msn.com>

From: "rlcor@msn.com" <rlcor@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:49:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Randy Corbett rlcor@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kevenwjohansen@mac.com" <kevenwjohansen@mac.com>

From: "kevenwjohansen@mac.com" <kevenwjohansen@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:49:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Keven Johansen kevenwjohansen@mac.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"susanhoskins@earthlink.net" <susanhoskins@earthlink.net>

From: "susanhoskins@earthlink.net" <susanhoskins@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:49:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Hoskins susanhoskins@earthlink.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"debbie@hitor.org" <debbie@hitor.org>

From: "debbie@hitor.org" <debbie@hitor.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:49:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Dibernardo debbie@hitor.org US
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"maryannamoskal@hotmail.com" <maryannamoskal@hotmail.com>

From: "maryannamoskal@hotmail.com"
<maryannamoskal@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:49:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maryanna Moskal
maryannamoskal@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"denice0818@gmail.com" <denice0818@gmail.com>

From: "denice0818@gmail.com" <denice0818@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:48:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denice Redshaw denice0818@gmail.com US
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"agroumoutis@hotmail.com" <agroumoutis@hotmail.com>

From: "agroumoutis@hotmail.com" <agroumoutis@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:49:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alexi Groumoutis agroumoutis@hotmail.com
US
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"kali2891@hotmail.com" <kali2891@hotmail.com>

From: "kali2891@hotmail.com" <kali2891@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:48:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karla Gage kali2891@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tamaraedlefsen@gmail.com" <tamaraedlefsen@gmail.com>

From: "tamaraedlefsen@gmail.com" <tamaraedlefsen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:48:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tammy Edlefsen tamaraedlefsen@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"troyfish69@gmail.com" <troyfish69@gmail.com>

From: "troyfish69@gmail.com" <troyfish69@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:48:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Troy Mcconnell troyfish69@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lesliemc@vom.com" <lesliemc@vom.com>

From: "lesliemc@vom.com" <lesliemc@vom.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:47:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leslie McLean lesliemc@vom.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"maryspca@gmail.com" <maryspca@gmail.com>

From: "maryspca@gmail.com" <maryspca@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:48:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Stephens maryspca@gmail.com US
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"gayeholden@gmail.com" <gayeholden@gmail.com>

From: "gayeholden@gmail.com" <gayeholden@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:47:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Holden gayeholden@gmail.com US
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"jmichaelthomas2005@gmail.com" <jmichaelthomas2005@gmail.com>

From: "jmichaelthomas2005@gmail.com"
<jmichaelthomas2005@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:47:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jim Thomas
jmichaelthomas2005@gmail.com NC US
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"alexandria.luostari@gmail.com" <alexandria.luostari@gmail.com>

From: "alexandria.luostari@gmail.com"
<alexandria.luostari@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:48:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alex Luostari alexandria.luostari@gmail.com
US
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"maryt838@gmail.com" <maryt838@gmail.com>

From: "maryt838@gmail.com" <maryt838@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:48:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Tkach maryt838@gmail.com US
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"oldyelller@earthlink.net" <oldyelller@earthlink.net>

From: "oldyelller@earthlink.net" <oldyelller@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:47:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Darby Brown oldyelller@earthlink.net CO US
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"christinahel@hotmail.com" <christinahel@hotmail.com>

From: "christinahel@hotmail.com" <christinahel@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:48:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, christina heldenbrand
christinahel@hotmail.com US
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"syd2588@charter.net" <syd2588@charter.net>

From: "syd2588@charter.net" <syd2588@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:48:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Syd Rumford syd2588@charter.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mgrill32@outlook.com" <mgrill32@outlook.com>

From: "mgrill32@outlook.com" <mgrill32@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:47:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marianne Grill mgrill32@outlook.com US
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"myritchie48@gmail.com" <myritchie48@gmail.com>

From: "myritchie48@gmail.com" <myritchie48@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:47:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marguerite Ritchie myritchie48@gmail.com
US
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"slauralundy@gmail.com" <slauralundy@gmail.com>

From: "slauralundy@gmail.com" <slauralundy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:46:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Lundy slauralundy@gmail.com US
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"newwest@gck.kscoxmail.com" <newwest@gck.kscoxmail.com>

From: "newwest@gck.kscoxmail.com" <newwest@gck.kscoxmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:46:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Oringderff
newwest@gck.kscoxmail.com US
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"toddclarksnyder@gmail.com" <toddclarksnyder@gmail.com>

From: "toddclarksnyder@gmail.com" <toddclarksnyder@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:47:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Todd Snyder toddclarksnyder@gmail.com
US
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"alicebaker22@gmail.com" <alicebaker22@gmail.com>

From: "alicebaker22@gmail.com" <alicebaker22@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:47:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alice Baker alicebaker22@gmail.com US
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"bsnbsn16@gmail.com" <bsnbsn16@gmail.com>

From: "bsnbsn16@gmail.com" <bsnbsn16@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:47:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara S. Nadel bsnbsn16@gmail.com US
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"lschwen200@msn.com" <lschwen200@msn.com>

From: "lschwen200@msn.com" <lschwen200@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:46:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leah Schwendeman lschwen200@msn.com
US
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"hannah.dalton1960@gmail.com" <hannah.dalton1960@gmail.com>

From: "hannah.dalton1960@gmail.com"
<hannah.dalton1960@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:46:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anna Dalton hannah.dalton1960@gmail.com
US
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"mjohnson@mcdonogh.org" <mjohnson@mcdonogh.org>

From: "mjohnson@mcdonogh.org" <mjohnson@mcdonogh.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:47:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Johnson mjohnson@mcdonogh.org US
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"jacox41@hotmail.com" <jacox41@hotmail.com>

From: "jacox41@hotmail.com" <jacox41@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:46:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Cox jacox41@hotmail.com US
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"jsparger@incog.org" <jsparger@incog.org>

From: "jsparger@incog.org" <jsparger@incog.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:46:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janet Sparger jsparger@incog.org US
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"juniesamkatemisskitty@gmail.com" <juniesamkatemisskitty@gmail.com>

From: "juniesamkatemisskitty@gmail.com"
<juniesamkatemisskitty@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:46:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jenny See
juniesamkatemisskitty@gmail.com US
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"l.c.schrimpf@gmail.com" <l.c.schrimpf@gmail.com>

From: "l.c.schrimpf@gmail.com" <l.c.schrimpf@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:47:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leah Schrimpf l.c.schrimpf@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sdeerheart8146@gmail.com" <sdeerheart8146@gmail.com>

From: "sdeerheart8146@gmail.com" <sdeerheart8146@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:46:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Gordon sdeerheart8146@gmail.com
US
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"rivera.betsey1969@gmail.com" <rivera.betsey1969@gmail.com>

From: "rivera.betsey1969@gmail.com" <rivera.betsey1969@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:47:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betsey Rivera rivera.betsey1969@gmail.com
US
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"meatbag21@gmail.com" <meatbag21@gmail.com>

From: "meatbag21@gmail.com" <meatbag21@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:47:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sergio Rivera meatbag21@gmail.com US
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"pollylazaron@gmail.com" <pollylazaron@gmail.com>

From: "pollylazaron@gmail.com" <pollylazaron@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:46:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Polly Lazaron pollylazaron@gmail.com US
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"143hhnd@gmail.com" <143hhnd@gmail.com>

From: "143hhnd@gmail.com" <143hhnd@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:46:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gabriela Marroquin 143hhnd@gmail.com US
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"greddish@earthlink.net" <greddish@earthlink.net>

From: "greddish@earthlink.net" <greddish@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:46:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gwen Reddish greddish@earthlink.net US
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"432063@gmail.com" <432063@gmail.com>

From: "432063@gmail.com" <432063@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:47:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Oxana Romanova 432063@gmail.com CT
US
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"george.ouellette@va.gov" <george.ouellette@va.gov>

From: "george.ouellette@va.gov" <george.ouellette@va.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:46:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bill Ouellette george.ouellette@va.gov US
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"ahouley@comcast.net" <ahouley@comcast.net>

From: "ahouley@comcast.net" <ahouley@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:44:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anna Houley ahouley@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"julieolaru@live.com" <julieolaru@live.com>

From: "julieolaru@live.com" <julieolaru@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:46:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Olaru julieolaru@live.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lewis@lewisglenn.org" <lewis@lewisglenn.org>

From: "lewis@lewisglenn.org" <lewis@lewisglenn.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:46:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lewis Glenn lewis@lewisglenn.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"alexandra.lieberman@gmail.com" <alexandra.lieberman@gmail.com>

From: "alexandra.lieberman@gmail.com"
<alexandra.lieberman@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:45:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alexandra Liebernman
alexandra.lieberman@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"derek_haley@hotmail.com" <derek_haley@hotmail.com>

From: "derek_haley@hotmail.com" <derek_haley@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:45:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Derek Haley derek_haley@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"perfectjoy.rl@gmail.com" <perfectjoy.rl@gmail.com>

From: "perfectjoy.rl@gmail.com" <perfectjoy.rl@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:45:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, R LoGiudice perfectjoy.rl@gmail.com NY US
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Stop being cruel. Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

"kasey.l.mikan@gmail.com" <kasey.l.mikan@gmail.com>

From: "kasey.l.mikan@gmail.com" <kasey.l.mikan@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:45:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop being cruel. Make key changes to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kasey Mikan kasey.l.mikan@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bamarciani@gmail.com" <bamarciani@gmail.com>

From: "bamarciani@gmail.com" <bamarciani@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:45:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Marciani bamarciani@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sherriem@ameritech.net" <sherriem@ameritech.net>

From: "sherriem@ameritech.net" <sherriem@ameritech.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:45:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sherrie Marchi sherriem@ameritech.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"latifah.lipton@gmail.com" <latifah.lipton@gmail.com>

From: "latifah.lipton@gmail.com" <latifah.lipton@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:45:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Connie Lipton latifah.lipton@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rebeccabushner@gmail.com" <rebeccabushner@gmail.com>

From: "rebeccabushner@gmail.com" <rebeccabushner@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:44:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Bushner
rebeccabushner@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"srmechs@chssisters.org" <srmechs@chssisters.org>

From: "srmechs@chssisters.org" <srmechs@chssisters.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:44:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Elizabeth srmechs@chssisters.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"law21013@comcast.net" <law21013@comcast.net>

From: "law21013@comcast.net" <law21013@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:45:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Churchman law21013@comcast.net MD
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jmonacolofgren@gmail.com" <jmonacolofgren@gmail.com>

From: "jmonacolofgren@gmail.com" <jmonacolofgren@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:44:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Monaco jmonacolofgren@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"palm@mail.plymouth.edu" <palm@mail.plymouth.edu>

From: "palm@mail.plymouth.edu" <palm@mail.plymouth.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:45:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wendy Palmquist palm@mail.plymouth.edu
NH US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mgourley96085@gmail.com" <mgourley96085@gmail.com>

From: "mgourley96085@gmail.com" <mgourley96085@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:44:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Gee mgourley96085@gmail.com US
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"tjordan61@hotmail.com" <tjordan61@hotmail.com>

From: "tjordan61@hotmail.com" <tjordan61@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:44:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tina Jordan tjordan61@hotmail.com HI US
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"casper922@cox.net" <casper922@cox.net>

From: "casper922@cox.net" <casper922@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:44:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carmen Garza casper922@cox.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"elaine.crockett@huffines.net" <elaine.crockett@huffines.net>

From: "elaine.crockett@huffines.net" <elaine.crockett@huffines.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:43:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
THIS IS NOTHING BUT THE WHOLESALE MURDER OF THESE GRAND AND MAJESTIC
ANIMALS. MEN HAVE NO RIGHT TO KILL ANYTHING THEY WANT...THESE ANIMALS ARE
NOT OURS...THEY HAVE THE RIGHT TO LIVE AND HAVE THEIR FAMILIES AND BE LEFT
ALONE. PLEASE DO "THE RIGHT THING" HERE AND PROTECT THEM FROM ALL WHO
WOULD DO THEM HARM. WE ARE THEIR ONLY VOICE. As proposed, the council would be
a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or
otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations
or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the
Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has
conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at
worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife
and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it
should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation
professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and
controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals
threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of
Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened
species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting
endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife
conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,
moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species
protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small
have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of
the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elaine Crockett elaine.crockett@huffines.net
US
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"nagojohn@comcast.net" <nagojohn@comcast.net>

From: "nagojohn@comcast.net" <nagojohn@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:44:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Hughes nagojohn@comcast.net VA US



Conversation Contents
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"bob@summerfieldwaldorf.org" <bob@summerfieldwaldorf.org>

From: "bob@summerfieldwaldorf.org" <bob@summerfieldwaldorf.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:44:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bob Flagg bob@summerfieldwaldorf.org US
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"mensan98th@gmail.com" <mensan98th@gmail.com>

From: "mensan98th@gmail.com" <mensan98th@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:43:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather Poirier mensan98th@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"chihuahuacrazy@comcast.net" <chihuahuacrazy@comcast.net>

From: "chihuahuacrazy@comcast.net" <chihuahuacrazy@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:43:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kim Hughes chihuahuacrazy@comcast.net
VA US
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"bwp97@verizon.net" <bwp97@verizon.net>

From: "bwp97@verizon.net" <bwp97@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:43:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beverly Williamson-Pecori
bwp97@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"larnold102@outlook.com" <larnold102@outlook.com>

From: "larnold102@outlook.com" <larnold102@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:44:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lois Arnold larnold102@outlook.com US
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"e_a_beck@hotmail.com" <e_a_beck@hotmail.com>

From: "e_a_beck@hotmail.com" <e_a_beck@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:43:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eric Beck e_a_beck@hotmail.com US
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"gpasku@stayaka.com" <gpasku@stayaka.com>

From: "gpasku@stayaka.com" <gpasku@stayaka.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:42:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gabriela Chicavich gpasku@stayaka.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jill@whalemuseum.org" <jill@whalemuseum.org>

From: "jill@whalemuseum.org" <jill@whalemuseum.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:42:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jill Berger jill@whalemuseum.org US
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"kbierbaum12@comcast.net" <kbierbaum12@comcast.net>

From: "kbierbaum12@comcast.net" <kbierbaum12@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:42:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Fogarty kbierbaum12@comcast.net
US
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"twhitrock@cox.net" <twhitrock@cox.net>

From: "twhitrock@cox.net" <twhitrock@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:42:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Toni Whitrock twhitrock@cox.net US
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"tikitonkatruck@hotmail.com" <tikitonkatruck@hotmail.com>

From: "tikitonkatruck@hotmail.com" <tikitonkatruck@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:43:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy Tellep tikitonkatruck@hotmail.com US
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"rayleebrowder3@gmail.com" <rayleebrowder3@gmail.com>

From: "rayleebrowder3@gmail.com" <rayleebrowder3@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:42:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ramona Browder
rayleebrowder3@gmail.com KY US
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"mkwandmao@mchsi.com" <mkwandmao@mchsi.com>

From: "mkwandmao@mchsi.com" <mkwandmao@mchsi.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:42:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melanie Wright mkwandmao@mchsi.com US
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"juliebethstone@gmail.com" <juliebethstone@gmail.com>

From: "juliebethstone@gmail.com" <juliebethstone@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:42:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Stone juliebethstone@gmail.com US
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"avmevermine@gmail.com" <avmevermine@gmail.com>

From: "avmevermine@gmail.com" <avmevermine@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:42:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Meszaros
avmevermine@gmail.com US
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"missionhillstim@gmail.com" <missionhillstim@gmail.com>

From: "missionhillstim@gmail.com" <missionhillstim@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:42:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tim Vandevoorde missionhillstim@gmail.com
US
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"ssmalleydvm.eac@comcast.net" <ssmalleydvm.eac@comcast.net>

From: "ssmalleydvm.eac@comcast.net"
<ssmalleydvm.eac@comcast.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:40:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Smalley
ssmalleydvm.eac@comcast.net US
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"katiemkowalewski@gmail.com" <katiemkowalewski@gmail.com>

From: "katiemkowalewski@gmail.com" <katiemkowalewski@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:41:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katie Kowalewski
katiemkowalewski@gmail.com US
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"samwatson@twc.com" <samwatson@twc.com>

From: "samwatson@twc.com" <samwatson@twc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:41:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Watson samwatson@twc.com US
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"penney.vachiraprapun@gmail.com" <penney.vachiraprapun@gmail.com>

From: "penney.vachiraprapun@gmail.com"
<penney.vachiraprapun@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:42:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, P Vach penney.vachiraprapun@gmail.com
NY US
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"lallanassoc@gmail.com" <lallanassoc@gmail.com>

From: "lallanassoc@gmail.com" <lallanassoc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:41:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurie Allan lallanassoc@gmail.com US
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"uslilyc@hotmail.com" <uslilyc@hotmail.com>

From: "uslilyc@hotmail.com" <uslilyc@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lily Caron uslilyc@hotmail.com FL US
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"weare06@gmail.com" <weare06@gmail.com>

From: "weare06@gmail.com" <weare06@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:42:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Teresa Robinson weare06@gmail.com US
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"actorart@verizon.net" <actorart@verizon.net>

From: "actorart@verizon.net" <actorart@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:41:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Art Frankel actorart@verizon.net US
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"marykayspage@hotmail.com" <marykayspage@hotmail.com>

From: "marykayspage@hotmail.com" <marykayspage@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:41:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, MaryKay Rodarte
marykayspage@hotmail.com US
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"arlenew1@msn.com" <arlenew1@msn.com>

From: "arlenew1@msn.com" <arlenew1@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:41:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Arlene Wolf arlenew1@msn.com US
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"kutzmarcia@gmail.com" <kutzmarcia@gmail.com>

From: "kutzmarcia@gmail.com" <kutzmarcia@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:41:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marcia Kutz kutzmarcia@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jtongeyer@hotmail.com" <jtongeyer@hotmail.com>

From: "jtongeyer@hotmail.com" <jtongeyer@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Thomas jtongeyer@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hannarogers7@gmail.com" <hannarogers7@gmail.com>

From: "hannarogers7@gmail.com" <hannarogers7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:40:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Hanna Rogers hannarogers7@gmail.com US
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"debbiemeadows001@gmail.com" <debbiemeadows001@gmail.com>

From: "debbiemeadows001@gmail.com"
<debbiemeadows001@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:40:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Meadows
debbiemeadows001@gmail.com US
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"llbgoveg@gmail.com" <llbgoveg@gmail.com>

From: "llbgoveg@gmail.com" <llbgoveg@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:40:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, L Borgen llbgoveg@gmail.com US
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"bonnie.downey23@gmail.com" <bonnie.downey23@gmail.com>

From: "bonnie.downey23@gmail.com" <bonnie.downey23@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:40:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bonnie Downey
bonnie.downey23@gmail.com US
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"debstawarz@gmail.com" <debstawarz@gmail.com>

From: "debstawarz@gmail.com" <debstawarz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:41:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deb Stawarz debstawarz@gmail.com US
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"andrewlear2@gmail.com" <andrewlear2@gmail.com>

From: "andrewlear2@gmail.com" <andrewlear2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:40:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrew Lear andrewlear2@gmail.com US
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"dianethompson9208@gmail.com" <dianethompson9208@gmail.com>

From: "dianethompson9208@gmail.com"
<dianethompson9208@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:40:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Thompson
dianethompson9208@gmail.com US
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"midge.bean@att.net" <midge.bean@att.net>

From: "midge.bean@att.net" <midge.bean@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:39:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mildred Bean midge.bean@att.net US
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"chalvorson22@gmail.com" <chalvorson22@gmail.com>

From: "chalvorson22@gmail.com" <chalvorson22@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:40:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Halvorson chalvorson22@gmail.com
US
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"sandyatny@gmail.com" <sandyatny@gmail.com>

From: "sandyatny@gmail.com" <sandyatny@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:40:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandy Feder sandyatny@gmail.com US
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"cindycravens@peoplepc.com" <cindycravens@peoplepc.com>

From: "cindycravens@peoplepc.com" <cindycravens@peoplepc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:39:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Cravens cindycravens@peoplepc.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dlandstrom01@cox.net" <dlandstrom01@cox.net>

From: "dlandstrom01@cox.net" <dlandstrom01@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:40:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Landstrom dlandstrom01@cox.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cawallace2@suddenlink.net" <cawallace2@suddenlink.net>

From: "cawallace2@suddenlink.net" <cawallace2@suddenlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:39:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charmaine Wallace
cawallace2@suddenlink.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jskalecki@roadrunner.com" <jskalecki@roadrunner.com>

From: "jskalecki@roadrunner.com" <jskalecki@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:40:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joseph Skalecki jskalecki@roadrunner.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bmonfross@att.net" <bmonfross@att.net>

From: "bmonfross@att.net" <bmonfross@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:40:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bruce Monfross bmonfross@att.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sas@skirbuntlaw.com" <sas@skirbuntlaw.com>

From: "sas@skirbuntlaw.com" <sas@skirbuntlaw.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:39:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Skirbunt sas@skirbuntlaw.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ulfheden@hotmail.com" <ulfheden@hotmail.com>

From: "ulfheden@hotmail.com" <ulfheden@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:39:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, William Marlin ulfheden@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mdonogh1@vols.utk.edu" <mdonogh1@vols.utk.edu>

From: "mdonogh1@vols.utk.edu" <mdonogh1@vols.utk.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:40:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mallory Donoghue mdonogh1@vols.utk.edu
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cleliabersia@gmail.com" <cleliabersia@gmail.com>

From: "cleliabersia@gmail.com" <cleliabersia@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:39:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Clelia Bersia cleliabersia@gmail.com US
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"tambrosia@gmail.com" <tambrosia@gmail.com>

From: "tambrosia@gmail.com" <tambrosia@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:39:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, DR THOMAS AMBROSIA
tambrosia@gmail.com PA US
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"dking004@maine.rr.com" <dking004@maine.rr.com>

From: "dking004@maine.rr.com" <dking004@maine.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:39:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dale King dking004@maine.rr.com ME US
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"kabu58@gmail.com" <kabu58@gmail.com>

From: "kabu58@gmail.com" <kabu58@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:39:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Buendia kabu58@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dzinder@dmzlaw.com" <dzinder@dmzlaw.com>

From: "dzinder@dmzlaw.com" <dzinder@dmzlaw.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:39:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Zinder dzinder@dmzlaw.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sharonwebb@hotmail.com" <sharonwebb@hotmail.com>

From: "sharonwebb@hotmail.com" <sharonwebb@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:39:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Webb sharonwebb@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"atwigg@planned-futures.com" <atwigg@planned-futures.com>

From: "atwigg@planned-futures.com" <atwigg@planned-futures.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:39:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ashley Twigg atwigg@planned-futures.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"eternalsunshine903@gmail.com" <eternalsunshine903@gmail.com>

From: "eternalsunshine903@gmail.com"
<eternalsunshine903@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:40:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Emma Tuttle eternalsunshine903@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Stetteh111@gmail.com" <Stetteh111@gmail.com>

From: "Stetteh111@gmail.com" <Stetteh111@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:39:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Seth Tetteh Stetteh111@gmail.com VA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"edsa@kuhl65.net" <edsa@kuhl65.net>

From: "edsa@kuhl65.net" <edsa@kuhl65.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:38:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Edmund James edsa@kuhl65.net US
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"mikensue@wildblue.net" <mikensue@wildblue.net>

From: "mikensue@wildblue.net" <mikensue@wildblue.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:39:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mike Sudalnik mikensue@wildblue.net WI US
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"rewe9@wi.rr.com" <rewe9@wi.rr.com>

From: "rewe9@wi.rr.com" <rewe9@wi.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:39:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, BOB EWE rewe9@wi.rr.com US
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"suetuman@gmail.com" <suetuman@gmail.com>

From: "suetuman@gmail.com" <suetuman@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:39:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Tuman suetuman@gmail.com US
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"sable2002@cox.net" <sable2002@cox.net>

From: "sable2002@cox.net" <sable2002@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:38:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Toler sable2002@cox.net US
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"dsanders@neo.rr.com" <dsanders@neo.rr.com>

From: "dsanders@neo.rr.com" <dsanders@neo.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:38:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Sanders dsanders@neo.rr.com US
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"mrkzz76@gmail.com" <mrkzz76@gmail.com>

From: "mrkzz76@gmail.com" <mrkzz76@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:38:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark Aziz mrkzz76@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"m.ottens.sargent@gmail.com" <m.ottens.sargent@gmail.com>

From: "m.ottens.sargent@gmail.com" <m.ottens.sargent@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:37:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Megan Ottens-Sargent
m.ottens.sargent@gmail.com US
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"nancycapps@icloud.com" <nancycapps@icloud.com>

From: "nancycapps@icloud.com" <nancycapps@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:38:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Capps nancycapps@icloud.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"terrabeek@gmail.com" <terrabeek@gmail.com>

From: "terrabeek@gmail.com" <terrabeek@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:38:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terra Beek terrabeek@gmail.com NC US
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"csanga73@gmail.com" <csanga73@gmail.com>

From: "csanga73@gmail.com" <csanga73@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:37:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christa Sangataldo csanga73@gmail.com
US
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"colleenxxxxc@gmail.com" <colleenxxxxc@gmail.com>

From: "colleenxxxxc@gmail.com" <colleenxxxxc@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:37:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colleen Danielson colleenxxxxc@gmail.com
US
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"pampampamela@mac.com" <pampampamela@mac.com>

From: "pampampamela@mac.com" <pampampamela@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:36:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Santori pampampamela@mac.com
US
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"andrew@andrewfelix.com" <andrew@andrewfelix.com>

From: "andrew@andrewfelix.com" <andrew@andrewfelix.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:37:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrew Nieroda andrew@andrewfelix.com
US
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"woodrow_l_3@hotmail.com" <woodrow_l_3@hotmail.com>

From: "woodrow_l_3@hotmail.com" <woodrow_l_3@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:37:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Lemrow woodrow_l_3@hotmail.com
US
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"pmalagisi@gesdk12.org" <pmalagisi@gesdk12.org>

From: "pmalagisi@gesdk12.org" <pmalagisi@gesdk12.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:37:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Malagisi pmalagisi@gesdk12.org US
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"spnardone@comcast.net" <spnardone@comcast.net>

From: "spnardone@comcast.net" <spnardone@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:37:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Nardone spnardone@comcast.net
US
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"wsefcik954@austin.rr.com" <wsefcik954@austin.rr.com>

From: "wsefcik954@austin.rr.com" <wsefcik954@austin.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:37:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, wendy sefcik wsefcik954@austin.rr.com US
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"ccmarkwith@gmail.com" <ccmarkwith@gmail.com>

From: "ccmarkwith@gmail.com" <ccmarkwith@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:38:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cathy Markwith ccmarkwith@gmail.com US
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"michierx7@hotmail.com" <michierx7@hotmail.com>

From: "michierx7@hotmail.com" <michierx7@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:36:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michele Labrie michierx7@hotmail.com US
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"jdunnlee@hotmail.com" <jdunnlee@hotmail.com>

From: "jdunnlee@hotmail.com" <jdunnlee@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:36:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judith Dunn Lee jdunnlee@hotmail.com WA
US
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"hurlbert@optonline.net" <hurlbert@optonline.net>

From: "hurlbert@optonline.net" <hurlbert@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:36:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Hurlbert hurlbert@optonline.net NY US
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"debadger@optonline.net" <debadger@optonline.net>

From: "debadger@optonline.net" <debadger@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:37:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert J debadger@optonline.net US
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"taylorrathje@msn.com" <taylorrathje@msn.com>

From: "taylorrathje@msn.com" <taylorrathje@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:37:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Taylor Rathje taylorrathje@msn.com TX US
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"jdarkes@kingsacademy.com" <jdarkes@kingsacademy.com>

From: "jdarkes@kingsacademy.com" <jdarkes@kingsacademy.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:37:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joy Darkes Rn,Bsn,Csn
jdarkes@kingsacademy.com US
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"dernadettegonzalez@gmail.com" <dernadettegonzalez@gmail.com>

From: "dernadettegonzalez@gmail.com"
<dernadettegonzalez@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:36:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dernadette Gonzalez
dernadettegonzalez@gmail.com US
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"skettix@gmail.com" <skettix@gmail.com>

From: "skettix@gmail.com" <skettix@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:36:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Taylor Reed skettix@gmail.com TX US
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"walkerjenea@hotmail.com" <walkerjenea@hotmail.com>

From: "walkerjenea@hotmail.com" <walkerjenea@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:36:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jenea Walker walkerjenea@hotmail.com US
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"statler@cableone.net" <statler@cableone.net>

From: "statler@cableone.net" <statler@cableone.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:36:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Aeed statler@cableone.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gtvracer@hotmail.com" <gtvracer@hotmail.com>

From: "gtvracer@hotmail.com" <gtvracer@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:36:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Thomas Tong gtvracer@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dsims@auburnwatersystem.com" <dsims@auburnwatersystem.com>

From: "dsims@auburnwatersystem.com"
<dsims@auburnwatersystem.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Doug Sims dsims@auburnwatersystem.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"christ.follower1@hotmail.com" <christ.follower1@hotmail.com>

From: "christ.follower1@hotmail.com" <christ.follower1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:35:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Saunders
christ.follower1@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jimmy.kindred@comcast.net" <jimmy.kindred@comcast.net>

From: "jimmy.kindred@comcast.net" <jimmy.kindred@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:35:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jimmy Kindred jimmy.kindred@comcast.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"spiritsoncall063@gmail.com" <spiritsoncall063@gmail.com>

From: "spiritsoncall063@gmail.com" <spiritsoncall063@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:35:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, JUSTINE TILLEY
spiritsoncall063@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"handrea@turtle.com" <handrea@turtle.com>

From: "handrea@turtle.com" <handrea@turtle.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:35:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrea Nutley handrea@turtle.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"khatcher@central.com" <khatcher@central.com>

From: "khatcher@central.com" <khatcher@central.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Hatcher khatcher@central.com US
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"mes612@comcast.net" <mes612@comcast.net>

From: "mes612@comcast.net" <mes612@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:35:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Santaw mes612@comcast.net US
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"kim.mcdaniel@wnco.com" <kim.mcdaniel@wnco.com>

From: "kim.mcdaniel@wnco.com" <kim.mcdaniel@wnco.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:36:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kim McDaniel kim.mcdaniel@wnco.com US
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"helena.tande.stageberg@gmail.com"
<helena.tande.stageberg@gmail.com>

From: "helena.tande.stageberg@gmail.com"
<helena.tande.stageberg@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:35:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helena Tande-Stageberg
helena.tande.stageberg@gmail.com NO
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"mfriel@ndec.org" <mfriel@ndec.org>

From: "mfriel@ndec.org" <mfriel@ndec.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:35:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sr. Margaret Friel mfriel@ndec.org US
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"zedascoves18@gmail.com" <zedascoves18@gmail.com>

From: "zedascoves18@gmail.com" <zedascoves18@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:35:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jose K zedascoves18@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jbell@tiedemann-assoc.com" <jbell@tiedemann-assoc.com>

From: "jbell@tiedemann-assoc.com" <jbell@tiedemann-assoc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacqueline Bell jbell@tiedemann-assoc.com
US
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"aps.norcal@comcast.net" <aps.norcal@comcast.net>

From: "aps.norcal@comcast.net" <aps.norcal@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:35:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charleen White aps.norcal@comcast.net US
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"aanders2@unm.edu" <aanders2@unm.edu>

From: "aanders2@unm.edu" <aanders2@unm.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Aaron Anderson aanders2@unm.edu NM US
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"kimwheetley@comcast.net" <kimwheetley@comcast.net>

From: "kimwheetley@comcast.net" <kimwheetley@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kim Wheetley kimwheetley@comcast.net US
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"nickicrone4@gmail.com" <nickicrone4@gmail.com>

From: "nickicrone4@gmail.com" <nickicrone4@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicolette Crone nickicrone4@gmail.com US
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"reis12@myfairpoint.net" <reis12@myfairpoint.net>

From: "reis12@myfairpoint.net" <reis12@myfairpoint.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jenni Reis reis12@myfairpoint.net US
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"siemuchaj@nvc.net" <siemuchaj@nvc.net>

From: "siemuchaj@nvc.net" <siemuchaj@nvc.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jan Siemucha siemuchaj@nvc.net US
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"stephaniekokko@gmail.com" <stephaniekokko@gmail.com>

From: "stephaniekokko@gmail.com" <stephaniekokko@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:33:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephanie Kokko
stephaniekokko@gmail.com US
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"laurab2050@gmail.com" <laurab2050@gmail.com>

From: "laurab2050@gmail.com" <laurab2050@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Belgiorno laurab2050@gmail.com US
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"fma15@hushmail.com" <fma15@hushmail.com>

From: "fma15@hushmail.com" <fma15@hushmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alice K fma15@hushmail.com US
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"dave.murduck@neomin.org" <dave.murduck@neomin.org>

From: "dave.murduck@neomin.org" <dave.murduck@neomin.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Murduck dave.murduck@neomin.org
US
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"davisca2011@gmail.com" <davisca2011@gmail.com>

From: "davisca2011@gmail.com" <davisca2011@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cheryl Davis davisca2011@gmail.com US
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"joannekpowell@comcast.net" <joannekpowell@comcast.net>

From: "joannekpowell@comcast.net" <joannekpowell@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:35:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joanne Powell joannekpowell@comcast.net
US
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"ticeaser@comcast.net" <ticeaser@comcast.net>

From: "ticeaser@comcast.net" <ticeaser@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tina Ceaser ticeaser@comcast.net US
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"millin@techlinea.com" <millin@techlinea.com>

From: "millin@techlinea.com" <millin@techlinea.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Hermelinda Zaparolli millin@techlinea.com
US
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"jmc825@gmail.com" <jmc825@gmail.com>

From: "jmc825@gmail.com" <jmc825@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jackie Rumler jmc825@gmail.com US
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"waisy99@hotmail.com" <waisy99@hotmail.com>

From: "waisy99@hotmail.com" <waisy99@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:34:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wai Kong waisy99@hotmail.com US
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"pete@lippincottsupply.net" <pete@lippincottsupply.net>

From: "pete@lippincottsupply.net" <pete@lippincottsupply.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:35:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peter Repak pete@lippincottsupply.net US
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"vuxuanhai@sonic.net" <vuxuanhai@sonic.net>

From: "vuxuanhai@sonic.net" <vuxuanhai@sonic.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:33:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anouck Le Bris vuxuanhai@sonic.net US
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"effimandler@gmail.com" <effimandler@gmail.com>

From: "effimandler@gmail.com" <effimandler@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:33:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Effi Mandler effimandler@gmail.com US
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"orphic777@hotmail.com" <orphic777@hotmail.com>

From: "orphic777@hotmail.com" <orphic777@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:33:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Matthew Roth orphic777@hotmail.com US
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"donwsmith415@att.net" <donwsmith415@att.net>

From: "donwsmith415@att.net" <donwsmith415@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:33:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Don Smith donwsmith415@att.net US
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"jonsault@gmail.com" <jonsault@gmail.com>

From: "jonsault@gmail.com" <jonsault@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:33:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jon Sault jonsault@gmail.com US
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"elinorf@butterballfarms.com" <elinorf@butterballfarms.com>

From: "elinorf@butterballfarms.com" <elinorf@butterballfarms.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:33:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elinor Fultz elinorf@butterballfarms.com US
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"sjeannep@me.com" <sjeannep@me.com>

From: "sjeannep@me.com" <sjeannep@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:33:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Peters sjeannep@me.com US
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"helenique@hotmail.com" <helenique@hotmail.com>

From: "helenique@hotmail.com" <helenique@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:33:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Helen Medlock helenique@hotmail.com CA
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"jeffgreen54@att.net" <jeffgreen54@att.net>

From: "jeffgreen54@att.net" <jeffgreen54@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:32:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeff Green jeffgreen54@att.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ellen.enosis@gmail.com" <ellen.enosis@gmail.com>

From: "ellen.enosis@gmail.com" <ellen.enosis@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:33:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ellen Frye ellen.enosis@gmail.com US
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"scarhp@hotmail.com" <scarhp@hotmail.com>

From: "scarhp@hotmail.com" <scarhp@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:33:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Steven Prichard scarhp@hotmail.com US
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"nowayhorsesfly79@gmail.com" <nowayhorsesfly79@gmail.com>

From: "nowayhorsesfly79@gmail.com" <nowayhorsesfly79@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:33:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Celeste Kassler
nowayhorsesfly79@gmail.com US
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"bitaedwards@att.net" <bitaedwards@att.net>

From: "bitaedwards@att.net" <bitaedwards@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:33:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, bita edwards bitaedwards@att.net US
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"sujohnson@msi-group.com" <sujohnson@msi-group.com>

From: "sujohnson@msi-group.com" <sujohnson@msi-group.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:33:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Summer Johnson sujohnson@msi-
group.com US
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"cactuslazyp@azci.net" <cactuslazyp@azci.net>

From: "cactuslazyp@azci.net" <cactuslazyp@azci.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:33:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, M Pape cactuslazyp@azci.net US
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"susan.defreitas@gmail.com" <susan.defreitas@gmail.com>

From: "susan.defreitas@gmail.com" <susan.defreitas@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:32:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: PLEASE: Make key changes to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Defreitas susan.defreitas@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"michaelbate@post.harvard.edu" <michaelbate@post.harvard.edu>

From: "michaelbate@post.harvard.edu"
<michaelbate@post.harvard.edu>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:32:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Bate michaelbate@post.harvard.edu
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"stmarti3@vt.edu" <stmarti3@vt.edu>

From: "stmarti3@vt.edu" <stmarti3@vt.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:32:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacy Martin stmarti3@vt.edu US
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"miss.vlove@gmail.com" <miss.vlove@gmail.com>

From: "miss.vlove@gmail.com" <miss.vlove@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:32:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vanessa Chrisman miss.vlove@gmail.com
US
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"tclmunhake@peoplepc.com" <tclmunhake@peoplepc.com>

From: "tclmunhake@peoplepc.com" <tclmunhake@peoplepc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:32:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tecumish Munhake
tclmunhake@peoplepc.com US
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"rplinet@pacbell.net" <rplinet@pacbell.net>

From: "rplinet@pacbell.net" <rplinet@pacbell.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:32:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rob Lawrence rplinet@pacbell.net US
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"mayapil71@hotmail.com" <mayapil71@hotmail.com>

From: "mayapil71@hotmail.com" <mayapil71@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:32:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Villalta mayapil71@hotmail.com US
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"amaestas71@gmail.com" <amaestas71@gmail.com>

From: "amaestas71@gmail.com" <amaestas71@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:32:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Allison Derezotes-maestas
amaestas71@gmail.com US
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"filmvfx@gmail.com" <filmvfx@gmail.com>

From: "filmvfx@gmail.com" <filmvfx@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:31:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Clark filmvfx@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rlebedeff@att.net" <rlebedeff@att.net>

From: "rlebedeff@att.net" <rlebedeff@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:31:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Richard Lebedeff rlebedeff@att.net US
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"knochen1959@gmail.com" <knochen1959@gmail.com>

From: "knochen1959@gmail.com" <knochen1959@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:32:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joey Devine knochen1959@gmail.com CA
US
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"jdavid@skar.com" <jdavid@skar.com>

From: "jdavid@skar.com" <jdavid@skar.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:31:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joleen David jdavid@skar.com US
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"shawn.firth@gmail.com" <shawn.firth@gmail.com>

From: "shawn.firth@gmail.com" <shawn.firth@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:32:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shawn Firth shawn.firth@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"squeaky2@flowja.com" <squeaky2@flowja.com>

From: "squeaky2@flowja.com" <squeaky2@flowja.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:30:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, B Levy squeaky2@flowja.com FL US
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"mats@peoplepc.com" <mats@peoplepc.com>

From: "mats@peoplepc.com" <mats@peoplepc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:31:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn DeVos mats@peoplepc.com US
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"pcatrillo@njcu.edu" <pcatrillo@njcu.edu>

From: "pcatrillo@njcu.edu" <pcatrillo@njcu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:31:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Catrillo pcatrillo@njcu.edu US
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"kathy.e.z@outlook.com" <kathy.e.z@outlook.com>

From: "kathy.e.z@outlook.com" <kathy.e.z@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:31:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Zelaya kathy.e.z@outlook.com US
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"anthonyhelps@gmail.com" <anthonyhelps@gmail.com>

From: "anthonyhelps@gmail.com" <anthonyhelps@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:32:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, A C anthonyhelps@gmail.com US
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"erlindayguico@gmail.com" <erlindayguico@gmail.com>

From: "erlindayguico@gmail.com" <erlindayguico@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:31:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erlinda Yguico erlindayguico@gmail.com US
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"tonymichelehoffman@gmail.com" <tonymichelehoffman@gmail.com>

From: "tonymichelehoffman@gmail.com"
<tonymichelehoffman@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:31:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Hoffman
tonymichelehoffman@gmail.com US
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"tbott@charter.net" <tbott@charter.net>

From: "tbott@charter.net" <tbott@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:30:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Terry Bott tbott@charter.net US
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"deborahfino@hotmail.com" <deborahfino@hotmail.com>

From: "deborahfino@hotmail.com" <deborahfino@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:30:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Long deborahfino@hotmail.com US
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"vnechiporenko@hotmail.com" <vnechiporenko@hotmail.com>

From: "vnechiporenko@hotmail.com" <vnechiporenko@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:30:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Varya Trunov vnechiporenko@hotmail.com
US
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"darlene.banks@maine.gov" <darlene.banks@maine.gov>

From: "darlene.banks@maine.gov" <darlene.banks@maine.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:30:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Darlene Banks darlene.banks@maine.gov
ME US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"iwona.stefanska@gmail.com" <iwona.stefanska@gmail.com>

From: "iwona.stefanska@gmail.com" <iwona.stefanska@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:29:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Iwona Stefanska
iwona.stefanska@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bouncingtick@bellsouth.net" <bouncingtick@bellsouth.net>

From: "bouncingtick@bellsouth.net" <bouncingtick@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:29:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deb Haydel bouncingtick@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mdcroft1@att.net" <mdcroft1@att.net>

From: "mdcroft1@att.net" <mdcroft1@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:29:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. These animals need to be protected, not butchered by
some person who obviously has no conscience. Please help these animals to survive, not sign
their death warrants. Thanking you. Sincerely, M. Jackson-Croft mdcroft1@att.net US
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"chaykrasner@hotmail.com" <chaykrasner@hotmail.com>

From: "chaykrasner@hotmail.com" <chaykrasner@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:30:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chemane Krasner chaykrasner@hotmail.com
UT US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dborden@riverpoint.com" <dborden@riverpoint.com>

From: "dborden@riverpoint.com" <dborden@riverpoint.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:30:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Borden dborden@riverpoint.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sregina@unitedbev.net" <sregina@unitedbev.net>

From: "sregina@unitedbev.net" <sregina@unitedbev.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:29:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shelley Regina sregina@unitedbev.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kwerner@gmavt.net" <kwerner@gmavt.net>

From: "kwerner@gmavt.net" <kwerner@gmavt.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:29:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katherine Werner kwerner@gmavt.net US
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"jeamarie@msn.com" <jeamarie@msn.com>

From: "jeamarie@msn.com" <jeamarie@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:29:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanette Maldonado jeamarie@msn.com US
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"lpvt14@gmail.com" <lpvt14@gmail.com>

From: "lpvt14@gmail.com" <lpvt14@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:28:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lance Polya lpvt14@gmail.com US
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"amusolino@rivertoriver.org" <amusolino@rivertoriver.org>

From: "amusolino@rivertoriver.org" <amusolino@rivertoriver.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:28:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anna Musolino amusolino@rivertoriver.org
US
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"bethatbarn@gmail.com" <bethatbarn@gmail.com>

From: "bethatbarn@gmail.com" <bethatbarn@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:28:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Perdue bethatbarn@gmail.com US
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"flyingbarb@gmail.com" <flyingbarb@gmail.com>

From: "flyingbarb@gmail.com" <flyingbarb@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:29:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Baum flyingbarb@gmail.com US
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"drgailzy@gmail.com" <drgailzy@gmail.com>

From: "drgailzy@gmail.com" <drgailzy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:28:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail Colozzi drgailzy@gmail.com US
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"lolax43@gmail.com" <lolax43@gmail.com>

From: "lolax43@gmail.com" <lolax43@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:28:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lola Sorensen lolax43@gmail.com CO US
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"annlath@comcast.net" <annlath@comcast.net>

From: "annlath@comcast.net" <annlath@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:26:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ann Lath annlath@comcast.net US
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"drasolanilla@gmail.com" <drasolanilla@gmail.com>

From: "drasolanilla@gmail.com" <drasolanilla@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:27:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ayerine Viola drasolanilla@gmail.com US
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"annanterasian@gmail.com" <annanterasian@gmail.com>

From: "annanterasian@gmail.com" <annanterasian@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:26:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, ann anterasian annanterasian@gmail.com
US
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"manjulalannan@gmail.com" <manjulalannan@gmail.com>

From: "manjulalannan@gmail.com" <manjulalannan@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:27:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Manjula Lannan manjulalannan@gmail.com
US
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"mysteryreader749@gmail.com" <mysteryreader749@gmail.com>

From: "mysteryreader749@gmail.com" <mysteryreader749@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:28:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Kay Glass
mysteryreader749@gmail.com US
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"dladely@neb.rr.com" <dladely@neb.rr.com>

From: "dladely@neb.rr.com" <dladely@neb.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:28:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Danny Ladely dladely@neb.rr.com US
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"simonex4ever@gmail.com" <simonex4ever@gmail.com>

From: "simonex4ever@gmail.com" <simonex4ever@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:27:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Simone Sello simonex4ever@gmail.com US
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"keepintch@hotmail.com" <keepintch@hotmail.com>

From: "keepintch@hotmail.com" <keepintch@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:26:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Suriano keepintch@hotmail.com US
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"wendy@underscorecreative.com" <wendy@underscorecreative.com>

From: "wendy@underscorecreative.com"
<wendy@underscorecreative.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:27:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wendy Brown
wendy@underscorecreative.com CO US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"melwill@med.umich.edu" <melwill@med.umich.edu>

From: "melwill@med.umich.edu" <melwill@med.umich.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:27:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melanie Williams melwill@med.umich.edu
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"obrienm@ohio.edu" <obrienm@ohio.edu>

From: "obrienm@ohio.edu" <obrienm@ohio.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:28:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marcy Obrien obrienm@ohio.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"peaceful_buddah@hotmail.com" <peaceful_buddah@hotmail.com>

From: "peaceful_buddah@hotmail.com"
<peaceful_buddah@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:27:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Hunter peaceful_buddah@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cibelker@xtra.com" <cibelker@xtra.com>

From: "cibelker@xtra.com" <cibelker@xtra.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:27:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christin Belker cibelker@xtra.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"phillipsgeo@comcast.net" <phillipsgeo@comcast.net>

From: "phillipsgeo@comcast.net" <phillipsgeo@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:27:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, George Phillips phillipsgeo@comcast.net VA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mandalagal@gmail.com" <mandalagal@gmail.com>

From: "mandalagal@gmail.com" <mandalagal@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:27:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Nicklaw mandalagal@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"carolwilley1@msn.com" <carolwilley1@msn.com>

From: "carolwilley1@msn.com" <carolwilley1@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:28:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Willey carolwilley1@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sellmana@verizon.net" <sellmana@verizon.net>

From: "sellmana@verizon.net" <sellmana@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:27:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andrew Sellman sellmana@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"godlyke@optonline.net" <godlyke@optonline.net>

From: "godlyke@optonline.net" <godlyke@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:27:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, KEVIN BOLEMBACH godlyke@optonline.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jeffrattner@optonline.net" <jeffrattner@optonline.net>

From: "jeffrattner@optonline.net" <jeffrattner@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:26:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeffrey Rattner jeffrattner@optonline.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dalpern@verizon.net" <dalpern@verizon.net>

From: "dalpern@verizon.net" <dalpern@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:26:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Doris Alpern dalpern@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"CLASSYLADY1@COMCAST.NET" <CLASSYLADY1@comcast.net>

From: "CLASSYLADY1@COMCAST.NET"
<CLASSYLADY1@comcast.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:27:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
My family and I are responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-
HQ-R-2017-N118). It is our sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications
before it is brought into effect! As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy
hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or, otherwise imperiled, at the
expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities
that live in and around their habitats! Trophy hunting is an outdated practice that few partake in
or even approve of! A recent nationwide poll found that 87% of Americans don’t support trophy
hunting of endangered, rare and imperiled species. The U.S. government should focus on
improving habitat conservation, preventing poaching, and reducing human-wildlife conflict for
these species – not promoting a cruel and inhumane practice disguised as conservation! Lions,
giraffes, and elephants deserve better than being mounted on someone’s mantle! Adding insult
to injury is the proposed makeup of the council. DOI is stacking the deck with trophy hunting
lobbyists and representatives of the gun and ammunition industry! By pursuing this approach,
the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has
conservation benefits, when these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and, at worst,
are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and
wildlife populations! If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it
should be on the basis of sound economic, and, scientific, evidence vetted by conservation
professionals, NOT BY THE HUNTING INDUSTRY! TO DATE, SUCH EVIDENCE IS
EXTREMELY LIMITED AND CONTROVERSIAL! The U.S. is already importing thousands of
trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing
for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade!” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the
global imports of threatened species! Further, A RECENT NATIONWIDE POLL SHOWED
THAT 87% OF AMERICANS DO NOT SUPPORT HUNTING ENDANGERED SPECIES! In
order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have
to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy
hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species protection! • Ensure that wildlife
conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As
written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by
wildlife focused representation! • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species! •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting, and, range state
consultation processes, and, to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES! Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. WE IMPLORE THE
DOI TO MAKE THESE MERCIFUL, AND FAIR, ADJUSTMENTS TO ENSURE THIS COUNCIL



TRULY BENEFITS TO INTERNATIONAL WILDLIFE CONSERVATION AIMS! Sincerely, DIANE
KASTEL CLASSYLADY1@COMCAST.NET IL US
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"issiestorm@att.net" <issiestorm@att.net>

From: "issiestorm@att.net" <issiestorm@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:27:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joyce VandenBerg issiestorm@att.net US
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"sheryl@sherylspigel.com" <sheryl@sherylspigel.com>

From: "sheryl@sherylspigel.com" <sheryl@sherylspigel.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:26:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheryl Spigel sheryl@sherylspigel.com US
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"orly602@ocmcast.net" <orly602@ocmcast.net>

From: "orly602@ocmcast.net" <orly602@ocmcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:26:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Orly Shaker orly602@ocmcast.net IL US
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"violin5388@gmail.com" <violin5388@gmail.com>

From: "violin5388@gmail.com" <violin5388@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:26:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Breana Turic violin5388@gmail.com US
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"mcorreia@rci.rutgers.edu" <mcorreia@rci.rutgers.edu>

From: "mcorreia@rci.rutgers.edu" <mcorreia@rci.rutgers.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:26:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, M. Cecilia Correia mcorreia@rci.rutgers.edu
US
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"relaydivajuli@comcast.net" <relaydivajuli@comcast.net>

From: "relaydivajuli@comcast.net" <relaydivajuli@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:26:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julianne Fountain relaydivajuli@comcast.net
US
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"girlinds@gmail.com" <girlinds@gmail.com>

From: "girlinds@gmail.com" <girlinds@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:26:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lindsey Anderson girlinds@gmail.com US
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"mdt3@bu.edu" <mdt3@bu.edu>

From: "mdt3@bu.edu" <mdt3@bu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:26:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melissa Smith mdt3@bu.edu US
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"ibrydun@rfclaw.com" <ibrydun@rfclaw.com>

From: "ibrydun@rfclaw.com" <ibrydun@rfclaw.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:26:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Irene Brydun ibrydun@rfclaw.com US
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"mfische5@optonline.net" <mfische5@optonline.net>

From: "mfische5@optonline.net" <mfische5@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Fischetti mfische5@optonline.net US
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"rferm@kdubm.com" <rferm@kdubm.com>

From: "rferm@kdubm.com" <rferm@kdubm.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roberta Ferm rferm@kdubm.com US
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"rosssusan1@me.com" <rosssusan1@me.com>

From: "rosssusan1@me.com" <rosssusan1@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Ross rosssusan1@me.com US
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"chris@mcliera.com" <chris@mcliera.com>

From: "chris@mcliera.com" <chris@mcliera.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christine Mccormick chris@mcliera.com US
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"carollyn0403@hotmail.com" <carollyn0403@hotmail.com>

From: "carollyn0403@hotmail.com" <carollyn0403@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
AM HORRIFIED AND ENRAGED BY TROPHY HUNTING. THOSE PEOPLE WHO KILL FOR
SPORT SHOULD BE SHOT THEMSELVES - AND IN AN EXCRUCIATING AND PAINFUL
WAY. ANYONE WHO WOULD MURDER AN ENDANGERED SPECIES IS TOO SICK TO LIVE
AND NEEDS TO BE EXECUTED. WAKE UP!!!!! THE MAJORITY OF PEOPLE LOATHE
TROPHY HUNTING AND TROPHY HUNTERS - IF WE HAD OUR WAY THEY WOULD ALL
BE DESTROYED. I AM LIVID THAT I HAVE TO DONATE THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS TO
STOP THE EVIL AND GREEDY FVCKERS WHO WANT TO TROPHY HUNT ENDANGERED
ANIMALS. I am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council,
as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-
N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is
brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of
foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of
conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when
hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it should be on the basis of sound
economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not by the hunting
industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and controversial. The U.S. is already
importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in
IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S.
accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll
showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this
council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several
changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a
holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and
animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI
announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused
representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has
no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s
current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes,
and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank
you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to
ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol
Moore carollyn0403@hotmail.com US
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"dvanhuizen@onsbrabantnet.nl" <dvanhuizen@onsbrabantnet.nl>

From: "dvanhuizen@onsbrabantnet.nl" <dvanhuizen@onsbrabantnet.nl>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Danny van Huizen
dvanhuizen@onsbrabantnet.nl NL
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"donnakay@vermonters.com" <donnakay@vermonters.com>

From: "donnakay@vermonters.com" <donnakay@vermonters.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:23:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Thomas donnakay@vermonters.com
US
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"donnalee@triad.rr.com" <donnalee@triad.rr.com>

From: "donnalee@triad.rr.com" <donnalee@triad.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Lee donnalee@triad.rr.com US
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"sheilaward@fastmail.fm" <sheilaward@fastmail.fm>

From: "sheilaward@fastmail.fm" <sheilaward@fastmail.fm>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheila Ward sheilaward@fastmail.fm VA US
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"rachelshayna@gmail.com" <rachelshayna@gmail.com>

From: "rachelshayna@gmail.com" <rachelshayna@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rachel Axelrod rachelshayna@gmail.com US
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"ellent@sfsu.edu" <ellent@sfsu.edu>

From: "ellent@sfsu.edu" <ellent@sfsu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ellen Thompson ellent@sfsu.edu US
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"reidmcnally@comcast.net" <reidmcnally@comcast.net>

From: "reidmcnally@comcast.net" <reidmcnally@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Reid McNally reidmcnally@comcast.net US
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"virby@cfl.rr.com" <virby@cfl.rr.com>

From: "virby@cfl.rr.com" <virby@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, vicki irby virby@cfl.rr.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"karenmmoriarty@comcast.net" <karenmmoriarty@comcast.net>

From: "karenmmoriarty@comcast.net" <karenmmoriarty@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:24:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Moriarty karenmmoriarty@comcast.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"barbaraoconnor12@gmail.com" <barbaraoconnor12@gmail.com>

From: "barbaraoconnor12@gmail.com"
<barbaraoconnor12@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:24:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara OConnor
barbaraoconnor12@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jfishe12@rochester.rr.com" <jfishe12@rochester.rr.com>

From: "jfishe12@rochester.rr.com" <jfishe12@rochester.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Fisher jfishe12@rochester.rr.com US
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"gretasky@gmail.com" <gretasky@gmail.com>

From: "gretasky@gmail.com" <gretasky@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janie Fox gretasky@gmail.com CA US
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"sscott@catcaresociety.org" <sscott@catcaresociety.org>

From: "sscott@catcaresociety.org" <sscott@catcaresociety.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:22:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Suellen Scott sscott@catcaresociety.org US
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"macree67@gmail.com" <macree67@gmail.com>

From: "macree67@gmail.com" <macree67@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:23:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Acree macree67@gmail.com US
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"nball@smith.edu" <nball@smith.edu>

From: "nball@smith.edu" <nball@smith.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:22:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicole Ball nball@smith.edu US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"aunt.nona@gmail.com" <aunt.nona@gmail.com>

From: "aunt.nona@gmail.com" <aunt.nona@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:23:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nona Ross aunt.nona@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"teep1@me.com" <teep1@me.com>

From: "teep1@me.com" <teep1@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Andrew teep1@me.com US
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"leanne.d@cox.net" <leanne.d@cox.net>

From: "leanne.d@cox.net" <leanne.d@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:21:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leanne Duford leanne.d@cox.net US
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"eileen.russick@gmail.com" <eileen.russick@gmail.com>

From: "eileen.russick@gmail.com" <eileen.russick@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eileen Russick eileen.russick@gmail.com US
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"clw1280@outlook.com" <clw1280@outlook.com>

From: "clw1280@outlook.com" <clw1280@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cynthia Whidby clw1280@outlook.com NC
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"paula.s.smith@duke.edu" <paula.s.smith@duke.edu>

From: "paula.s.smith@duke.edu" <paula.s.smith@duke.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Smith paula.s.smith@duke.edu NC US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cdk1@optonline.net" <cdk1@optonline.net>

From: "cdk1@optonline.net" <cdk1@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:20:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charles Deakyne cdk1@optonline.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"melissa.cooksey@lauckgroup.com" <melissa.cooksey@lauckgroup.com>

From: "melissa.cooksey@lauckgroup.com"
<melissa.cooksey@lauckgroup.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:24:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melissa Cooksey
melissa.cooksey@lauckgroup.com TX US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"naturalvet@lugosoft.net" <naturalvet@lugosoft.net>

From: "naturalvet@lugosoft.net" <naturalvet@lugosoft.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dr. J. Preston naturalvet@lugosoft.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"chaseentertainment@hotmail.com" <chaseentertainment@hotmail.com>

From: "chaseentertainment@hotmail.com"
<chaseentertainment@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:24:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Chase
chaseentertainment@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mltwiga@comcast.net" <mltwiga@comcast.net>

From: "mltwiga@comcast.net" <mltwiga@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:25:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Chase mltwiga@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lkarson@cox.net" <lkarson@cox.net>

From: "lkarson@cox.net" <lkarson@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:24:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynne Karson lkarson@cox.net US
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"samanthaapril@gmail.com" <samanthaapril@gmail.com>

From: "samanthaapril@gmail.com" <samanthaapril@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:24:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. The U.S. is already importing thousands of
trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing
for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the
global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of
Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly
promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: •
Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic,
sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal
welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement
suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. •
Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the
discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current
directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to
seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for
taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure
this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Samantha Morris
samanthaapril@gmail.com OR US
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"pcqueen@gmail.com" <pcqueen@gmail.com>

From: "pcqueen@gmail.com" <pcqueen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:24:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robin Craft pcqueen@gmail.com US
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"anne@annelalley.com" <anne@annelalley.com>

From: "anne@annelalley.com" <anne@annelalley.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:24:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anne Lalley anne@annelalley.com US
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"ggoldjam1@comcast.net" <ggoldjam1@comcast.net>

From: "ggoldjam1@comcast.net" <ggoldjam1@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:24:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wayne Goldsboro ggoldjam1@comcast.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"abrousseau@mail.com" <abrousseau@mail.com>

From: "abrousseau@mail.com" <abrousseau@mail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:24:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Rousseau abrousseau@mail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"stevesabba@gmail.com" <stevesabba@gmail.com>

From: "stevesabba@gmail.com" <stevesabba@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:24:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Steve Sabba stevesabba@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"stefanidauderman@gmail.com" <stefanidauderman@gmail.com>

From: "stefanidauderman@gmail.com" <stefanidauderman@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:24:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stefani Dauderman
stefanidauderman@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cmcintyre@wittenberg.edu" <cmcintyre@wittenberg.edu>

From: "cmcintyre@wittenberg.edu" <cmcintyre@wittenberg.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:23:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chris Mcintyre cmcintyre@wittenberg.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jandb8445@gmail.com" <jandb8445@gmail.com>

From: "jandb8445@gmail.com" <jandb8445@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:24:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jan Buckman jandb8445@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lparavag@gmail.com" <lparavag@gmail.com>

From: "lparavag@gmail.com" <lparavag@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:24:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am opposed to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in
the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species at the
expense of conservation efforts that improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that
close to these animal habitats. Trophy hunting is not a conservation method. It is a game rich
(mostly white) folk play to demonstrate their power and control over the world and its
inhabitants. If hunting certain species is deemed necessary by a government, it should be on
the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation professionals, not
by the hunting industry. . The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” The U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species; yet a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans disapprove of
hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife
conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate to a
holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and
animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. Currently the DOI
announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused
representation. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council;. they have no place in the
discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current
directives of trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory
duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to
respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly
benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Paravagna
lparavag@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gld54.lev.d@gmail.com" <gld54.lev.d@gmail.com>

From: "gld54.lev.d@gmail.com" <gld54.lev.d@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:24:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wild life and wildlife populations. Hunting should not be promoted by the
government. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals
threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of
Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened
species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting
endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife
conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,
moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species
protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small
have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of
the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gilda Levinson gld54.lev.d@gmail.com FL
US
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"bboop@unm.edu" <bboop@unm.edu>

From: "bboop@unm.edu" <bboop@unm.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:23:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Betty Blackburn bboop@unm.edu US
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"kmdaly@vom.com" <kmdaly@vom.com>

From: "kmdaly@vom.com" <kmdaly@vom.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:23:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Daly kmdaly@vom.com CA US
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"mariaisabel_ortiz@dell.com" <mariaisabel_ortiz@dell.com>

From: "mariaisabel_ortiz@dell.com" <mariaisabel_ortiz@dell.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:23:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mariaisabel Ortiz mariaisabel_ortiz@dell.com
US



Conversation Contents
tpalacky@gmail.com

"tpalacky@gmail.com" <tpalacky@gmail.com>

From: "tpalacky@gmail.com" <tpalacky@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:23:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: tpalacky@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tami Palacky tpalacky@gmail.com VA US
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"laura.meehan@empowermm.com" <laura.meehan@empowermm.com>

From: "laura.meehan@empowermm.com"
<laura.meehan@empowermm.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:23:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Meehan
laura.meehan@empowermm.com US
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"blujrn@comcast.net" <blujrn@comcast.net>

From: "blujrn@comcast.net" <blujrn@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:23:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joseph Knaus blujrn@comcast.net US
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"swrightc@iu.edu" <swrightc@iu.edu>

From: "swrightc@iu.edu" <swrightc@iu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:23:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, shirley wrightcoltart swrightc@iu.edu US
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"helene917@gmail.com" <helene917@gmail.com>

From: "helene917@gmail.com" <helene917@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:23:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, David Hoffman helene917@gmail.com US
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"tjmcgold2412@gmail.com" <tjmcgold2412@gmail.com>

From: "tjmcgold2412@gmail.com" <tjmcgold2412@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:23:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy McGoldrick tjmcgold2412@gmail.com
NY US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"susieq601@verizon.net" <susieq601@verizon.net>

From: "susieq601@verizon.net" <susieq601@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:23:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Clifford susieq601@verizon.net US
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"vitalworm@att.net" <vitalworm@att.net>

From: "vitalworm@att.net" <vitalworm@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:23:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Victoria Wormell vitalworm@att.net US
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"redblackteddybear@gmail.com" <redblackteddybear@gmail.com>

From: "redblackteddybear@gmail.com"
<redblackteddybear@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:22:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carole Hagen redblackteddybear@gmail.com
US
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"cattrione@gmail.com" <cattrione@gmail.com>

From: "cattrione@gmail.com" <cattrione@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:22:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cattrione Faircrest cattrione@gmail.com US
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"seer13@comcast.net" <seer13@comcast.net>

From: "seer13@comcast.net" <seer13@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:22:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Rees seer13@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ocshoregirl@comcast.net" <ocshoregirl@comcast.net>

From: "ocshoregirl@comcast.net" <ocshoregirl@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:22:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robin Rusnak ocshoregirl@comcast.net US
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"wissmer42@icloud.com" <wissmer42@icloud.com>

From: "wissmer42@icloud.com" <wissmer42@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:22:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Wissmer wissmer42@icloud.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kristinzangrilli@hotmail.com" <kristinzangrilli@hotmail.com>

From: "kristinzangrilli@hotmail.com" <kristinzangrilli@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:22:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
Enough is enough. Do you care that these animals are approaching extinction?! Do you want to
be remembered for being an animal killing administration? Please, please do the right thing and
protect these beautiful and majestic creatures. It's the ONLY thing to do. I am responding to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal
Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope
that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed,
the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened,
endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve
wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing
this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristin Zangrilli kristinzangrilli@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jesse_abrams@alumni.hmc.edu" <jesse_abrams@alumni.hmc.edu>

From: "jesse_abrams@alumni.hmc.edu"
<jesse_abrams@alumni.hmc.edu>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:22:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jesse Abrams
jesse_abrams@alumni.hmc.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"susettedlyons@gmail.com" <susettedlyons@gmail.com>

From: "susettedlyons@gmail.com" <susettedlyons@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:22:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susette Lyons susettedlyons@gmail.com MA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fhoenigswald@gmail.com" <fhoenigswald@gmail.com>

From: "fhoenigswald@gmail.com" <fhoenigswald@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:21:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frances Hoenigswald
fhoenigswald@gmail.com US
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Lindsay E Mills <lemills42@students.tntech.edu>

From: Lindsay E Mills <lemills42@students.tntech.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:22:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Trophy Hunting
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"grego@aquacal.com" <grego@aquacal.com>

From: "grego@aquacal.com" <grego@aquacal.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:17:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Greg Olson grego@aquacal.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"susmar66@hotmail.com" <susmar66@hotmail.com>

From: "susmar66@hotmail.com" <susmar66@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:15:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Martinez susmar66@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ajkauffman@hotmail.com" <ajkauffman@hotmail.com>

From: "ajkauffman@hotmail.com" <ajkauffman@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:19:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). I
believe that as it is currently configured, the council unfortunately does NOT promote
conservation. Instead, it actually appears to promote trophy hunting of endangered and
threatened species at the expense of true conservation efforts. Surely you are aware that 87%
of the U.S. population does not support hunting of endangered species. There is absolutely no
justification for promoting it. I respectfully urge that the council include more representatives
from animal welfare and conservation groups, and that it remove representatives from the gun
and ammunitions industries. If this council is truly, as its name suggests, about the protection of
wildlife then firearms manufacturers should not be part of it. Thank you very much for your
consideration. Sincerely, Amy Kauffman ajkauffman@hotmail.com US
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"monicabeth123@gmail.com" <monicabeth123@gmail.com>

From: "monicabeth123@gmail.com" <monicabeth123@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:15:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Monica Lemkowitz
monicabeth123@gmail.com US
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"taedaetkd@hotmail.com" <taedaetkd@hotmail.com>

From: "taedaetkd@hotmail.com" <taedaetkd@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:14:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Fred Confessore taedaetkd@hotmail.com US
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"sharding79@gmail.com" <sharding79@gmail.com>

From: "sharding79@gmail.com" <sharding79@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:15:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Harding sharding79@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dianne918@att.net" <dianne918@att.net>

From: "dianne918@att.net" <dianne918@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:19:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dianne Miller dianne918@att.net US
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"jrkimzey@mpsaz.org" <jrkimzey@mpsaz.org>

From: "jrkimzey@mpsaz.org" <jrkimzey@mpsaz.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:14:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacqueline Kimzey jrkimzey@mpsaz.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fredno@comcast.net" <fredno@comcast.net>

From: "fredno@comcast.net" <fredno@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:18:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Fred Nolan fredno@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jccasper09@hotmail.com" <jccasper09@hotmail.com>

From: "jccasper09@hotmail.com" <jccasper09@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:18:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeff Casper jccasper09@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"barbarajustl@cox.net" <barbarajustl@cox.net>

From: "barbarajustl@cox.net" <barbarajustl@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:14:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Just barbarajustl@cox.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"arikchameleon@gmail.com" <arikchameleon@gmail.com>

From: "arikchameleon@gmail.com" <arikchameleon@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:13:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Arik Bartelmus arikchameleon@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"catherinectoe@hotmail.com" <catherinectoe@hotmail.com>

From: "catherinectoe@hotmail.com" <catherinectoe@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:13:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, C. B. catherinectoe@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mariann.burright@gmail.com" <mariann.burright@gmail.com>

From: "mariann.burright@gmail.com" <mariann.burright@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:18:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mariann Burright
mariann.burright@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"thomasgorman7@gmail.com" <thomasgorman7@gmail.com>

From: "thomasgorman7@gmail.com" <thomasgorman7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:19:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Thomas Gorman
thomasgorman7@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dbedell@cox.net" <dbedell@cox.net>

From: "dbedell@cox.net" <dbedell@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:17:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Bedell dbedell@cox.net US
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"chrisjoyglass@gmail.com" <chrisjoyglass@gmail.com>

From: "chrisjoyglass@gmail.com" <chrisjoyglass@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:17:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chris Glass chrisjoyglass@gmail.com US
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"geoffigou@gmail.com" <geoffigou@gmail.com>

From: "geoffigou@gmail.com" <geoffigou@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:17:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Geoffrey Igou geoffigou@gmail.com WI US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mdcmusic@msn.com" <mdcmusic@msn.com>

From: "mdcmusic@msn.com" <mdcmusic@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:19:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria del Carmen Castano
mdcmusic@msn.com IL US
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Felicia Nicholson <niclowe1@aol.com>

From: Felicia Nicholson <niclowe1@aol.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:19:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Oppose Repeal Please

Dear Mr. Winchell,
I've been a long time Christian and advocate for animals, we must learn to coexist.  I am opposed to the
Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government
decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and
endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked
with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Felicia Nicholson
21156 Christina Dr.
Matteson, IL 60443
708-720-1276
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"roxwo@hotmail.com" <roxwo@hotmail.com>

From: "roxwo@hotmail.com" <roxwo@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:18:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roxane Wolzen roxwo@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lori329@optonline.net" <lori329@optonline.net>

From: "lori329@optonline.net" <lori329@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:19:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lori Rogg lori329@optonline.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"spike@spikeandmike.com" <spike@spikeandmike.com>

From: "spike@spikeandmike.com" <spike@spikeandmike.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:18:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Craig Decker spike@spikeandmike.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"larissa@ben-e-fit.com" <larissa@ben-e-fit.com>

From: "larissa@ben-e-fit.com" <larissa@ben-e-fit.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:18:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Larissa Tibbles larissa@ben-e-fit.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jandrgriffin1@gmail.com" <jandrgriffin1@gmail.com>

From: "jandrgriffin1@gmail.com" <jandrgriffin1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:17:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Griffin jandrgriffin1@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pdershimer@comcast.net" <pdershimer@comcast.net>

From: "pdershimer@comcast.net" <pdershimer@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:18:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pete Dershimer pdershimer@comcast.net
US
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Comment to register my opposition to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Mara Guccione <maraguccione@gmail.com>

From: Mara Guccione <maraguccione@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:17:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Comment to register my opposition to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Dear Sir,

I am writing to submit my extreme opposition to the Department of the Interior’s creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council (IWCC). Far from protecting wildlife, which should be
its mandate, the Council will provide trophy hunters with a greater role in the decisions made by
the government, to the detriment of wildlife and the public's natural resources. The IWCC is
being set up to promote trophy hunting when the evidence is clear that trophy hunting greatly
undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should
not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways
to promote this deadly industry. I am sincerely opposed to this move and you should be too.

Best wishes,
Mara Guccione
1300 Blake Street
Berkeley, CA 94702
(510) 717-1758
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"ahill530@hotmail.com" <ahill530@hotmail.com>

From: "ahill530@hotmail.com" <ahill530@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:16:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, A H ahill530@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"miznonny@gmail.com" <miznonny@gmail.com>

From: "miznonny@gmail.com" <miznonny@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:17:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn Turner miznonny@gmail.com WA US
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"monique.mcintyre@live.com" <monique.mcintyre@live.com>

From: "monique.mcintyre@live.com" <monique.mcintyre@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:16:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Monique Mcintyre
monique.mcintyre@live.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"becker.david2@gmail.com" <becker.david2@gmail.com>

From: "becker.david2@gmail.com" <becker.david2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:15:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, david becker becker.david2@gmail.com US
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"ckstamets@gmail.com" <ckstamets@gmail.com>

From: "ckstamets@gmail.com" <ckstamets@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:17:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Stamets ckstamets@gmail.com US
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donnamovielist@gmail.com

"donnamovielist@gmail.com" <donnamovielist@gmail.com>

From: "donnamovielist@gmail.com" <donnamovielist@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:16:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: donnamovielist@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Reed donnamovielist@gmail.com OR
US
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"etvkv@comcast.net" <etvkv@comcast.net>

From: "etvkv@comcast.net" <etvkv@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:17:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, vaughna Vananda etvkv@comcast.net US
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"derickson@coppersmith.com" <derickson@coppersmith.com>

From: "derickson@coppersmith.com" <derickson@coppersmith.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:16:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, DIANE THORNE
derickson@coppersmith.com US
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"memorylane@pacbell.net" <memorylane@pacbell.net>

From: "memorylane@pacbell.net" <memorylane@pacbell.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:17:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Daniel Costa memorylane@pacbell.net CA
US
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"nilah@mac.com" <nilah@mac.com>

From: "nilah@mac.com" <nilah@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:16:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nilah M. MacDonals nilah@mac.com US
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"ajdanenza@comcast.net" <ajdanenza@comcast.net>

From: "ajdanenza@comcast.net" <ajdanenza@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:17:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Albert Danenza ajdanenza@comcast.net US
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"sealoveraz@q.com" <sealoveraz@q.com>

From: "sealoveraz@q.com" <sealoveraz@q.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:15:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacque Condry sealoveraz@q.com US
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"elizabeth.erickson@thrivent.com" <elizabeth.erickson@thrivent.com>

From: "elizabeth.erickson@thrivent.com"
<elizabeth.erickson@thrivent.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:15:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Libby Erickson
elizabeth.erickson@thrivent.com US



Conversation Contents
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"violetaune@hotmail.com" <violetaune@hotmail.com>

From: "violetaune@hotmail.com" <violetaune@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:15:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Violet Aune violetaune@hotmail.com US
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"fmrharriman@gmail.com" <fmrharriman@gmail.com>

From: "fmrharriman@gmail.com" <fmrharriman@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:15:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frances Harriman fmrharriman@gmail.com
US
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"janemontonen@comcast.net" <janemontonen@comcast.net>

From: "janemontonen@comcast.net" <janemontonen@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:15:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Montonen janemontonen@comcast.net
US
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"brianpetraska@gmail.com" <brianpetraska@gmail.com>

From: "brianpetraska@gmail.com" <brianpetraska@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:15:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brian Petraska brianpetraska@gmail.com US
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"lkobler@twu.edu" <lkobler@twu.edu>

From: "lkobler@twu.edu" <lkobler@twu.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:15:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Kobler lkobler@twu.edu US
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"teresammartin@excite.com" <teresammartin@excite.com>

From: "teresammartin@excite.com" <teresammartin@excite.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:14:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, teresa martin teresammartin@excite.com US
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"myinnerstrength@icloud.com" <myinnerstrength@icloud.com>

From: "myinnerstrength@icloud.com" <myinnerstrength@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:15:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jamie Greer myinnerstrength@icloud.com
US
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"erinlovelle@gmail.com" <erinlovelle@gmail.com>

From: "erinlovelle@gmail.com" <erinlovelle@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:14:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erin Scott erinlovelle@gmail.com US
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"nancylj383@att.net" <nancylj383@att.net>

From: "nancylj383@att.net" <nancylj383@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:14:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, N L Johnson nancylj383@att.net CA US
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"hammer.hinkle@comcast.net" <hammer.hinkle@comcast.net>

From: "hammer.hinkle@comcast.net" <hammer.hinkle@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:14:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Hinkle hammer.hinkle@comcast.net
US
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"gbenyk1@gmail.com" <gbenyk1@gmail.com>

From: "gbenyk1@gmail.com" <gbenyk1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:14:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Georgia Benyk gbenyk1@gmail.com US
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"katherine.zeitler@gmail.com" <katherine.zeitler@gmail.com>

From: "katherine.zeitler@gmail.com" <katherine.zeitler@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:14:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katie Zeitler katherine.zeitler@gmail.com OH
US
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"phyllism@bestfriends.org" <phyllism@bestfriends.org>

From: "phyllism@bestfriends.org" <phyllism@bestfriends.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:13:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Phyllis Meyerparthemore
phyllism@bestfriends.org US
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"db41gm@gmail.com" <db41gm@gmail.com>

From: "db41gm@gmail.com" <db41gm@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:14:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dave Bloodgood db41gm@gmail.com MD
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"andiaz091@gmail.com" <andiaz091@gmail.com>

From: "andiaz091@gmail.com" <andiaz091@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:13:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ana Diaz andiaz091@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gidgetsmama@hotmail.com" <gidgetsmama@hotmail.com>

From: "gidgetsmama@hotmail.com" <gidgetsmama@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:13:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandra Carter gidgetsmama@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pedroteves@hotmail.com" <pedroteves@hotmail.com>

From: "pedroteves@hotmail.com" <pedroteves@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:13:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pedro Teves pedroteves@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jennyrea72@gmail.com" <jennyrea72@gmail.com>

From: "jennyrea72@gmail.com" <jennyrea72@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:13:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jenny Rea jennyrea72@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"joan@wbcable.net" <joan@wbcable.net>

From: "joan@wbcable.net" <joan@wbcable.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:13:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joan Viers joan@wbcable.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"carolkreindel@gmail.com" <carolkreindel@gmail.com>

From: "carolkreindel@gmail.com" <carolkreindel@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:13:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Kreindel carolkreindel@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mbrey38@gmail.com" <mbrey38@gmail.com>

From: "mbrey38@gmail.com" <mbrey38@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:13:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Brey mbrey38@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"floatinggrid35@gmail.com" <floatinggrid35@gmail.com>

From: "floatinggrid35@gmail.com" <floatinggrid35@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:12:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linzee Jewell floatinggrid35@gmail.com CO
US
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"dvora17@gmail.com" <dvora17@gmail.com>

From: "dvora17@gmail.com" <dvora17@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:13:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, debra Krevat dvora17@gmail.com NJ US



Conversation Contents
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"rlthom01@louisville.edu" <rlthom01@louisville.edu>

From: "rlthom01@louisville.edu" <rlthom01@louisville.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:12:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rona Thomas rlthom01@louisville.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"laurieh775@gmail.com" <laurieh775@gmail.com>

From: "laurieh775@gmail.com" <laurieh775@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:12:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurie Haug laurieh775@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jstodola1214@gmail.com" <jstodola1214@gmail.com>

From: "jstodola1214@gmail.com" <jstodola1214@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:11:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janette Stodola jstodola1214@gmail.com US
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"selena20@hotmail.com" <selena20@hotmail.com>

From: "selena20@hotmail.com" <selena20@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:12:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Selena Ambush selena20@hotmail.com US
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"prinkle_kamra@hotmail.com" <prinkle_kamra@hotmail.com>

From: "prinkle_kamra@hotmail.com" <prinkle_kamra@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:12:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Prinkle Kamra prinkle_kamra@hotmail.com
US
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"hartzell.amy@gmail.com" <hartzell.amy@gmail.com>

From: "hartzell.amy@gmail.com" <hartzell.amy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:12:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Hartzell hartzell.amy@gmail.com US
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"dianaperez46@icloud.com" <dianaperez46@icloud.com>

From: "dianaperez46@icloud.com" <dianaperez46@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:11:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Perez dianaperez46@icloud.com US
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"bob1945@hotmail.com" <bob1945@hotmail.com>

From: "bob1945@hotmail.com" <bob1945@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:12:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert Lindberg bob1945@hotmail.com US
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"chinook400@gmail.com" <chinook400@gmail.com>

From: "chinook400@gmail.com" <chinook400@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:12:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ava Strong chinook400@gmail.com US
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"tlcswak@hotmail.com" <tlcswak@hotmail.com>

From: "tlcswak@hotmail.com" <tlcswak@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:11:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy Carrero tlcswak@hotmail.com US
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"cathyn516@gmail.com" <cathyn516@gmail.com>

From: "cathyn516@gmail.com" <cathyn516@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:12:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cathy Ruperti cathyn516@gmail.com NJ US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"apriljhollander@gmail.com" <apriljhollander@gmail.com>

From: "apriljhollander@gmail.com" <apriljhollander@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:11:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, April Hollander apriljhollander@gmail.com
US
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"katemacfarlanepaton@gmail.com" <katemacfarlanepaton@gmail.com>

From: "katemacfarlanepaton@gmail.com"
<katemacfarlanepaton@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:12:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kate Paton katemacfarlanepaton@gmail.com
US
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"pink_flyer@hotmail.com" <pink_flyer@hotmail.com>

From: "pink_flyer@hotmail.com" <pink_flyer@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:11:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Abdallah Al-Khataybeh
pink_flyer@hotmail.com US
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"barbaraluhmann@hotmail.com" <barbaraluhmann@hotmail.com>

From: "barbaraluhmann@hotmail.com"
<barbaraluhmann@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:10:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Luhmann
barbaraluhmann@hotmail.com NJ US
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"dpletz@comcast.net" <dpletz@comcast.net>

From: "dpletz@comcast.net" <dpletz@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:11:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dennis Pletz dpletz@comcast.net US
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"timmmyk@gmail.com" <timmmyk@gmail.com>

From: "timmmyk@gmail.com" <timmmyk@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:09:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Timothy Kirk timmmyk@gmail.com US
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"prustanius@msn.com" <prustanius@msn.com>

From: "prustanius@msn.com" <prustanius@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:07:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Rustanius prustanius@msn.com CO
US
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"ams.khalsa@icloud.com" <ams.khalsa@icloud.com>

From: "ams.khalsa@icloud.com" <ams.khalsa@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:10:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amrit mantar Khalsa ams.khalsa@icloud.com
US
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"pierogi222@gmail.com" <pierogi222@gmail.com>

From: "pierogi222@gmail.com" <pierogi222@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:09:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rachel Bondelevitch pierogi222@gmail.com
US
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"phillid@dearborn.k12.mi.us" <phillid@dearborn.k12.mi.us>

From: "phillid@dearborn.k12.mi.us" <phillid@dearborn.k12.mi.us>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:08:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dianne Phillips phillid@dearborn.k12.mi.us
US
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"jean.childofgod@gmail.com" <jean.childofgod@gmail.com>

From: "jean.childofgod@gmail.com" <jean.childofgod@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:07:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jean Stroman jean.childofgod@gmail.com
US
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"hostyfamily1@verizon.net" <hostyfamily1@verizon.net>

From: "hostyfamily1@verizon.net" <hostyfamily1@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:08:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, April Hosty hostyfamily1@verizon.net US
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"garybenderafis@gmail.com" <garybenderafis@gmail.com>

From: "garybenderafis@gmail.com" <garybenderafis@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:07:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gary Bender garybenderafis@gmail.com US
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"k1691@msn.com" <k1691@msn.com>

From: "k1691@msn.com" <k1691@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:11:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carrie Twickler k1691@msn.com US
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"ronniedispain@bellsouth.net" <ronniedispain@bellsouth.net>

From: "ronniedispain@bellsouth.net" <ronniedispain@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:11:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ronnie Dispain ronniedispain@bellsouth.net
US
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"missyf41@hotmail.com" <missyf41@hotmail.com>

From: "missyf41@hotmail.com" <missyf41@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:11:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marianne Sturgeon missyf41@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"suzannesgraf@gmail.com" <suzannesgraf@gmail.com>

From: "suzannesgraf@gmail.com" <suzannesgraf@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:11:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Suzanne Graf suzannesgraf@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"joanndunn@claytonschools.net" <joanndunn@claytonschools.net>

From: "joanndunn@claytonschools.net"
<joanndunn@claytonschools.net>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:11:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Josephine Dunn
joanndunn@claytonschools.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sgonce@ccps.org" <sgonce@ccps.org>

From: "sgonce@ccps.org" <sgonce@ccps.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:10:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sam Gonce sgonce@ccps.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"stevieo2008@live.com" <stevieo2008@live.com>

From: "stevieo2008@live.com" <stevieo2008@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:10:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Steve Osowecki stevieo2008@live.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jill.bernard@vsp.com" <jill.bernard@vsp.com>

From: "jill.bernard@vsp.com" <jill.bernard@vsp.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:10:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jjill Bernard jill.bernard@vsp.com US
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"gilesci@eou.edu" <gilesci@eou.edu>

From: "gilesci@eou.edu" <gilesci@eou.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:10:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, carolyn giles gilesci@eou.edu US
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"msquillante1@optonline.net" <msquillante1@optonline.net>

From: "msquillante1@optonline.net" <msquillante1@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:10:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leigh Squillante msquillante1@optonline.net
US
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"troll7800@att.net" <troll7800@att.net>

From: "troll7800@att.net" <troll7800@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:10:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Janice Troll troll7800@att.net US
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"bonniequesada@gmail.com" <bonniequesada@gmail.com>

From: "bonniequesada@gmail.com" <bonniequesada@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:10:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Bonnie Quesada bonniequesada@gmail.com
US
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"lynn@lbeale.com" <lynn@lbeale.com>

From: "lynn@lbeale.com" <lynn@lbeale.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:10:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn Beale lynn@lbeale.com US
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"louiselarsen@att.net" <louiselarsen@att.net>

From: "louiselarsen@att.net" <louiselarsen@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:10:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Louise Larsen louiselarsen@att.net TX US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kuwaharah001@hawaii.rr.com" <kuwaharah001@hawaii.rr.com>

From: "kuwaharah001@hawaii.rr.com" <kuwaharah001@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:09:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Kuwahara
kuwaharah001@hawaii.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fallisb@gmail.com" <fallisb@gmail.com>

From: "fallisb@gmail.com" <fallisb@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:09:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jane Fallis fallisb@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"patti@woodworks-design.com" <patti@woodworks-design.com>

From: "patti@woodworks-design.com" <patti@woodworks-design.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:09:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Armfelt patti@woodworks-
design.com US



Conversation Contents
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"lhirsch23@gmail.com" <lhirsch23@gmail.com>

From: "lhirsch23@gmail.com" <lhirsch23@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:09:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lauren Hirsch lhirsch23@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"stephanie.silva2@upr.edu" <stephanie.silva2@upr.edu>

From: "stephanie.silva2@upr.edu" <stephanie.silva2@upr.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:09:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephanie Silva stephanie.silva2@upr.edu
US
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"candy_frantz@comcast.net" <candy_frantz@comcast.net>

From: "candy_frantz@comcast.net" <candy_frantz@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:09:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Candy Frantz-Crafton
candy_frantz@comcast.net CA US
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"irinaval07@gmail.com" <irinaval07@gmail.com>

From: "irinaval07@gmail.com" <irinaval07@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:09:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Irina Val irinaval07@gmail.com US
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"the13thpanther@gmail.com" <the13thpanther@gmail.com>

From: "the13thpanther@gmail.com" <the13thpanther@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:08:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rosita Lisboa the13thpanther@gmail.com
US
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"lyndasierra@mac.com" <lyndasierra@mac.com>

From: "lyndasierra@mac.com" <lyndasierra@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:08:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynda Sierra lyndasierra@mac.com US
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"jeanniejersey@icloud.com" <jeanniejersey@icloud.com>

From: "jeanniejersey@icloud.com" <jeanniejersey@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:08:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeannie Romero jeanniejersey@icloud.com
US
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"l_haase@hotmail.com" <l_haase@hotmail.com>

From: "l_haase@hotmail.com" <l_haase@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:08:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lorraine Haase l_haase@hotmail.com US
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"llasselle@lighttube.net" <llasselle@lighttube.net>

From: "llasselle@lighttube.net" <llasselle@lighttube.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:08:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lourdes Lasselle llasselle@lighttube.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"curlyib@hotmail.com" <curlyib@hotmail.com>

From: "curlyib@hotmail.com" <curlyib@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:08:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ivy Buchanan curlyib@hotmail.com US
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"Pamela.larsen234@gmail.com" <Pamela.larsen234@gmail.com>

From: "Pamela.larsen234@gmail.com" <Pamela.larsen234@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:07:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Larsen
Pamela.larsen234@gmail.com WA US
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"jamcl11@netzero.com" <jamcl11@netzero.com>

From: "jamcl11@netzero.com" <jamcl11@netzero.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:08:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julia McLaughlin jamcl11@netzero.com US
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"dunerider@ameritech.net" <dunerider@ameritech.net>

From: "dunerider@ameritech.net" <dunerider@ameritech.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:08:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Schwartz dunerider@ameritech.net
US
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"julie.robertson@firstclearing.com" <julie.robertson@firstclearing.com>

From: "julie.robertson@firstclearing.com"
<julie.robertson@firstclearing.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:08:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Robertson
julie.robertson@firstclearing.com US
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"iamdna@comcast.net" <iamdna@comcast.net>

From: "iamdna@comcast.net" <iamdna@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:07:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nadine Robinson iamdna@comcast.net US
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"jgmckenzie@comcast.net" <jgmckenzie@comcast.net>

From: "jgmckenzie@comcast.net" <jgmckenzie@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:07:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jessica McKenzie jgmckenzie@comcast.net
US
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"kadodd@mindspring.com" <kadodd@mindspring.com>

From: "kadodd@mindspring.com" <kadodd@mindspring.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:07:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberly Dodd kadodd@mindspring.com US
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"ebean12@hotmail.com" <ebean12@hotmail.com>

From: "ebean12@hotmail.com" <ebean12@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:07:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth Bean ebean12@hotmail.com US
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"lisav0824@gmail.com" <lisav0824@gmail.com>

From: "lisav0824@gmail.com" <lisav0824@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:07:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Ventola lisav0824@gmail.com US
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"lmzeppetella@gmail.com" <lmzeppetella@gmail.com>

From: "lmzeppetella@gmail.com" <lmzeppetella@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:07:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Zeppetella lmzeppetella@gmail.com
US
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No on International Wildlife Conservation Council

valerie howell <valeriehowell@hotmail.com>

From: valerie howell <valeriehowell@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:07:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_wenchell@fws.gov" <joshua_wenchell@fws.gov>
Subject: No on International Wildlife Conservation Council



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kaisy01@hotmail.com" <kaisy01@hotmail.com>

From: "kaisy01@hotmail.com" <kaisy01@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:01:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Zygnerski kaisy01@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kevin.x.regan@gmail.com" <kevin.x.regan@gmail.com>

From: "kevin.x.regan@gmail.com" <kevin.x.regan@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:00:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kevin Regan kevin.x.regan@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sophieross61@gmail.com" <sophieross61@gmail.com>

From: "sophieross61@gmail.com" <sophieross61@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:00:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Ross sophieross61@gmail.com US
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RE: Internaltional Wildlife Conservation Council

<debmilkocal@twc.com>

From: <debmilkocal@twc.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 12:00:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: RE: Internaltional Wildlife Conservation Council

Joshua: I am strongly opposed to the Department of the Interior’s decision to create the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. This council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent role regarding government decision-making. Trophy hunting dangerously undermines
the conservation of threatened and endangered species. Greater than 80% of Americans are
not in favor of trophy hunting. Do not waste taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with
advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. I urge the Department of the
Interior not to cater to special interests that wield political power due to their deep pockets.
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"alavezosdl101@gmail.com" <alavezosdl101@gmail.com>

From: "alavezosdl101@gmail.com" <alavezosdl101@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:59:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Debbie Alavezos alavezosdl101@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nancy.garcia2@stjoe.org" <nancy.garcia2@stjoe.org>

From: "nancy.garcia2@stjoe.org" <nancy.garcia2@stjoe.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:59:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, nancy garcia nancy.garcia2@stjoe.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"elizabeth611@msn.com" <elizabeth611@msn.com>

From: "elizabeth611@msn.com" <elizabeth611@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:59:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elizabeth schlie elizabeth611@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kimberly.blankenship@franciscanalliance.org"
<kimberly.blankenship@franciscanalliance.org>

From: "kimberly.blankenship@franciscanalliance.org"
<kimberly.blankenship@franciscanalliance.org>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:59:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kimberly Blankenship
kimberly.blankenship@franciscanalliance.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sanja.cvetko@gmail.com" <sanja.cvetko@gmail.com>

From: "sanja.cvetko@gmail.com" <sanja.cvetko@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:59:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sanja Cvetko sanja.cvetko@gmail.com GB
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rweiman@msn.com" <rweiman@msn.com>

From: "rweiman@msn.com" <rweiman@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:59:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rick Weiman rweiman@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"scebrzynski@johnsburg12.org" <scebrzynski@johnsburg12.org>

From: "scebrzynski@johnsburg12.org" <scebrzynski@johnsburg12.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:58:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stan Cebrzynski
scebrzynski@johnsburg12.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sfaeh1118@gmail.com" <sfaeh1118@gmail.com>

From: "sfaeh1118@gmail.com" <sfaeh1118@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:59:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Marchman sfaeh1118@gmail.com
US
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"kmmk@cox.net" <kmmk@cox.net>

From: "kmmk@cox.net" <kmmk@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:58:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Kosinski kmmk@cox.net US
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"angie@fairfieldcpagroup.com" <angie@fairfieldcpagroup.com>

From: "angie@fairfieldcpagroup.com" <angie@fairfieldcpagroup.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:59:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angie Golding angie@fairfieldcpagroup.com
US
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"fred@fredlicht.com" <fred@fredlicht.com>

From: "fred@fredlicht.com" <fred@fredlicht.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:59:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Fred Licht fred@fredlicht.com US
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"jerry.deb77@gmail.com" <jerry.deb77@gmail.com>

From: "jerry.deb77@gmail.com" <jerry.deb77@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:59:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deborah Johnson jerry.deb77@gmail.com
US
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"aka.chopraa@gmail.com" <aka.chopraa@gmail.com>

From: "aka.chopraa@gmail.com" <aka.chopraa@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:58:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Akanksha Chopra aka.chopraa@gmail.com
CA US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"smarshall1208.sm@gmail.com" <smarshall1208.sm@gmail.com>

From: "smarshall1208.sm@gmail.com"
<smarshall1208.sm@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:58:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sally Marshall smarshall1208.sm@gmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rachelreadlane@gmail.com" <rachelreadlane@gmail.com>

From: "rachelreadlane@gmail.com" <rachelreadlane@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:58:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rachel Lane rachelreadlane@gmail.com US
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"plantbench@gmail.com" <plantbench@gmail.com>

From: "plantbench@gmail.com" <plantbench@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:58:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Andie Cogswell plantbench@gmail.com US
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"lindamal47@comcast.net" <lindamal47@comcast.net>

From: "lindamal47@comcast.net" <lindamal47@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:58:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Malinowski lindamal47@comcast.net
US
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"elaine.frech@stonomarsh.com" <elaine.frech@stonomarsh.com>

From: "elaine.frech@stonomarsh.com" <elaine.frech@stonomarsh.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:58:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elaine Frech elaine.frech@stonomarsh.com
US
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Maki Murakami <makim@hiokiusa.com>

From: Maki Murakami <makim@hiokiusa.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:58:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: RE: Trophy Hunting
Attachments: image001.png

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
 
Thank you!
 
Maki
 
Maki Murakami
HIOKI USA CORPORATION
6 Corporate Drive
Cranbury, New Jersey 08512
Voice: (609)409-9109
Fax: (609)409-9108
Email: makim@hiokiusa.com
Website: www.hiokiusa.com

P please consider the environment before printing this e-mail

 Please Follow us
Lin
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"srapacchia@meyercg.com" <srapacchia@meyercg.com>

From: "srapacchia@meyercg.com" <srapacchia@meyercg.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:58:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephanie Rapacchia
srapacchia@meyercg.com US
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"dianne@myhtr.com" <dianne@myhtr.com>

From: "dianne@myhtr.com" <dianne@myhtr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:58:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dianne Spence dianne@myhtr.com US
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"shakuntala.makhijani@gmail.com" <shakuntala.makhijani@gmail.com>

From: "shakuntala.makhijani@gmail.com"
<shakuntala.makhijani@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:57:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shakuntala Makhijani
shakuntala.makhijani@gmail.com US
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"anthem6800@gmail.com" <anthem6800@gmail.com>

From: "anthem6800@gmail.com" <anthem6800@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:57:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Mooman anthem6800@gmail.com RI
US
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"reneewithwhimsy@gmail.com" <reneewithwhimsy@gmail.com>

From: "reneewithwhimsy@gmail.com" <reneewithwhimsy@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:57:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Renee Miller reneewithwhimsy@gmail.com
US
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"christinaalloydwilliams@gmail.com" <christinaalloydwilliams@gmail.com>

From: "christinaalloydwilliams@gmail.com"
<christinaalloydwilliams@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:57:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Christina Lloyd-Williams
christinaalloydwilliams@gmail.com US
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"jennydecker23@gmail.com" <jennydecker23@gmail.com>

From: "jennydecker23@gmail.com" <jennydecker23@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:57:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Decker jennydecker23@gmail.com
US
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"ally.layman06@gmail.com" <ally.layman06@gmail.com>

From: "ally.layman06@gmail.com" <ally.layman06@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:57:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ally Layman ally.layman06@gmail.com US
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"julie.wyss@gmail.com" <julie.wyss@gmail.com>

From: "julie.wyss@gmail.com" <julie.wyss@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:57:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Wyss julie.wyss@gmail.com US
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"wandag@capital.net" <wandag@capital.net>

From: "wandag@capital.net" <wandag@capital.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:57:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wanda Giordano wandag@capital.net US
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"drfarias@ucdavis.edu" <drfarias@ucdavis.edu>

From: "drfarias@ucdavis.edu" <drfarias@ucdavis.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:56:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dana Farias drfarias@ucdavis.edu US
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"white@mwvmlaw.com" <white@mwvmlaw.com>

From: "white@mwvmlaw.com" <white@mwvmlaw.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:56:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Roberta White white@mwvmlaw.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lorioliveira22@gmail.com" <lorioliveira22@gmail.com>

From: "lorioliveira22@gmail.com" <lorioliveira22@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:57:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lori Oliveira lorioliveira22@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lindsay.feig@gmail.com" <lindsay.feig@gmail.com>

From: "lindsay.feig@gmail.com" <lindsay.feig@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:56:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lindsay Feig lindsay.feig@gmail.com MA US
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Opposed - Int'l Wildlife Conservation Council

Tom Schlipmann <tslip7@hotmail.com>

From: Tom Schlipmann <tslip7@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:57:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposed - Int'l Wildlife Conservation Council



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jacqueline.baudouin@gmail.com" <jacqueline.baudouin@gmail.com>

From: "jacqueline.baudouin@gmail.com"
<jacqueline.baudouin@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:54:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jacqueline Baudouin
jacqueline.baudouin@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"laurelkwilson@gmail.com" <laurelkwilson@gmail.com>

From: "laurelkwilson@gmail.com" <laurelkwilson@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:54:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, L Wilson laurelkwilson@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ahart16@cox.net" <ahart16@cox.net>

From: "ahart16@cox.net" <ahart16@cox.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:54:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alan Hart ahart16@cox.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fmorra800@gmail.com" <fmorra800@gmail.com>

From: "fmorra800@gmail.com" <fmorra800@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:54:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Frank Morra fmorra800@gmail.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rfwcleeme@gmail.com" <rfwcleeme@gmail.com>

From: "rfwcleeme@gmail.com" <rfwcleeme@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:54:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cheryle White rfwcleeme@gmail.com MA US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cmarkson@verizon.net" <cmarkson@verizon.net>

From: "cmarkson@verizon.net" <cmarkson@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:53:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Craig Markson cmarkson@verizon.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pamjustinewright@gmail.com" <pamjustinewright@gmail.com>

From: "pamjustinewright@gmail.com" <pamjustinewright@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:53:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pam Wright pamjustinewright@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"melisa.flynn69@gmail.com" <melisa.flynn69@gmail.com>

From: "melisa.flynn69@gmail.com" <melisa.flynn69@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:52:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melisa Flynn melisa.flynn69@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nasusmcp1@icloud.com" <nasusmcp1@icloud.com>

From: "nasusmcp1@icloud.com" <nasusmcp1@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:52:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Mcpherson nasusmcp1@icloud.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lrbieniek@gmail.com" <lrbieniek@gmail.com>

From: "lrbieniek@gmail.com" <lrbieniek@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:53:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynne Bieniek lrbieniek@gmail.com US
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"info@whiterosepath.com" <info@whiterosepath.com>

From: "info@whiterosepath.com" <info@whiterosepath.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:52:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eileen Smith info@whiterosepath.com US
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"mmueller03@att.net" <mmueller03@att.net>

From: "mmueller03@att.net" <mmueller03@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:52:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Mueller mmueller03@att.net US
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"snapshot44@bellsouth.net" <snapshot44@bellsouth.net>

From: "snapshot44@bellsouth.net" <snapshot44@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:53:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Kamenitz snapshot44@bellsouth.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ejaatzmon@gmail.com" <ejaatzmon@gmail.com>

From: "ejaatzmon@gmail.com" <ejaatzmon@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:52:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elaine Atzmon ejaatzmon@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"maria_arefieva@me.com" <maria_arefieva@me.com>

From: "maria_arefieva@me.com" <maria_arefieva@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:52:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Maria Arefieva maria_arefieva@me.com US
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"sharonlabreck@gmail.com" <sharonlabreck@gmail.com>

From: "sharonlabreck@gmail.com" <sharonlabreck@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:52:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Labreck sharonlabreck@gmail.com
US
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"compasol@hotmail.com" <compasol@hotmail.com>

From: "compasol@hotmail.com" <compasol@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:53:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lori Hudson compasol@hotmail.com US
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"peter0607@hotmail.com" <peter0607@hotmail.com>

From: "peter0607@hotmail.com" <peter0607@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:52:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peter Lee peter0607@hotmail.com US
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"L.Harkins@charter.net" <L.Harkins@charter.net>

From: "L.Harkins@charter.net" <L.Harkins@charter.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:52:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I strongly urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly
contributes benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynne Harkins
L.Harkins@charter.net CA US
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"mes079@gmail.com" <mes079@gmail.com>

From: "mes079@gmail.com" <mes079@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:52:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Megan Slattery mes079@gmail.com US
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"karenpickering@mac.com" <karenpickering@mac.com>

From: "karenpickering@mac.com" <karenpickering@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:52:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Pickering karenpickering@mac.com
US



Conversation Contents
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"oliviastevens@gmail.com" <oliviastevens@gmail.com>

From: "oliviastevens@gmail.com" <oliviastevens@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:51:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Olivia DiNardo oliviastevens@gmail.com US
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"leslieannt@gmail.com" <leslieannt@gmail.com>

From: "leslieannt@gmail.com" <leslieannt@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:51:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leslie Ann Rodarte leslieannt@gmail.com US
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"sjohnson@carnegiehall.org" <sjohnson@carnegiehall.org>

From: "sjohnson@carnegiehall.org" <sjohnson@carnegiehall.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:52:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sarah Johnson sjohnson@carnegiehall.org
US
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"smg15@hotmail.com" <smg15@hotmail.com>

From: "smg15@hotmail.com" <smg15@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:51:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Gregory smg15@hotmail.com US
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"crstrom-martin@hotmail.com" <crstrom-martin@hotmail.com>

From: "crstrom-martin@hotmail.com" <crstrom-martin@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:51:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Caitlin Strom-Martin crstrom-
martin@hotmail.com US
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"lillianstrange@gmail.com" <lillianstrange@gmail.com>

From: "lillianstrange@gmail.com" <lillianstrange@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:51:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, lillian hom lillianstrange@gmail.com US
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"laurengmt@gmail.com" <laurengmt@gmail.com>

From: "laurengmt@gmail.com" <laurengmt@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:51:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lauretta Gordon laurengmt@gmail.com US
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"prquerze@comcast.net" <prquerze@comcast.net>

From: "prquerze@comcast.net" <prquerze@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:51:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paul Querze prquerze@comcast.net US
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"nschaffer4@nycap.rr.com" <nschaffer4@nycap.rr.com>

From: "nschaffer4@nycap.rr.com" <nschaffer4@nycap.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:51:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Schaffer nschaffer4@nycap.rr.com NY
US
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"Gstjohn@grundyec.net" <Gstjohn@grundyec.net>

From: "Gstjohn@grundyec.net" <Gstjohn@grundyec.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:51:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Glenda St. John Gstjohn@grundyec.net MO
US
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"Moabdreaming1@gmail.com" <Moabdreaming1@gmail.com>

From: "Moabdreaming1@gmail.com" <Moabdreaming1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:51:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dennis Zuniga Moabdreaming1@gmail.com
NV US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rob.campo@gd-ms.com" <rob.campo@gd-ms.com>

From: "rob.campo@gd-ms.com" <rob.campo@gd-ms.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:50:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rob Campo rob.campo@gd-ms.com US
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"micheleanne123@gmail.com" <micheleanne123@gmail.com>

From: "micheleanne123@gmail.com" <micheleanne123@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:50:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michele anne Marino
micheleanne123@gmail.com CA US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"argue001@umn.edu" <argue001@umn.edu>

From: "argue001@umn.edu" <argue001@umn.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:50:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Charles Argue argue001@umn.edu US
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"mjmeek1947@gmail.com" <mjmeek1947@gmail.com>

From: "mjmeek1947@gmail.com" <mjmeek1947@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:50:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Jo Meek mjmeek1947@gmail.com US
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"jsclward@hotmail.com" <jsclward@hotmail.com>

From: "jsclward@hotmail.com" <jsclward@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:50:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Ward jsclward@hotmail.com US
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"tomklu3@gmail.com" <tomklu3@gmail.com>

From: "tomklu3@gmail.com" <tomklu3@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:49:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, thomas klusaritz tomklu3@gmail.com PA US
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"abritland@hotmail.com" <abritland@hotmail.com>

From: "abritland@hotmail.com" <abritland@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:49:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alyssa Britland abritland@hotmail.com AZ
US
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"kristait@sympatico.ca" <kristait@sympatico.ca>

From: "kristait@sympatico.ca" <kristait@sympatico.ca>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:49:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristine Tait kristait@sympatico.ca US
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"judelotz@att.net" <judelotz@att.net>

From: "judelotz@att.net" <judelotz@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:49:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, judith lotz judelotz@att.net CA US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jolmez@hotmail.com" <jolmez@hotmail.com>

From: "jolmez@hotmail.com" <jolmez@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:49:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Justine Olmez jolmez@hotmail.com US
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"kathysemic@comcast.net" <kathysemic@comcast.net>

From: "kathysemic@comcast.net" <kathysemic@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:48:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Semic kathysemic@comcast.net US
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"mbronhen@de-simone.com" <mbronhen@de-simone.com>

From: "mbronhen@de-simone.com" <mbronhen@de-simone.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:48:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Monika Bronhen mbronhen@de-simone.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"grmacat99@gmail.com" <grmacat99@gmail.com>

From: "grmacat99@gmail.com" <grmacat99@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:48:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Candace Smith grmacat99@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sgtruett@me.com" <sgtruett@me.com>

From: "sgtruett@me.com" <sgtruett@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:48:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sara Truett sgtruett@me.com KY US
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"anamar325@windstream.net" <anamar325@windstream.net>

From: "anamar325@windstream.net" <anamar325@windstream.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:48:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anna Shaughnessy
anamar325@windstream.net OH US
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"mcrane@laphil.org" <mcrane@laphil.org>

From: "mcrane@laphil.org" <mcrane@laphil.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:48:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark Crane mcrane@laphil.org US
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"pimentanessa30@gmail.com" <pimentanessa30@gmail.com>

From: "pimentanessa30@gmail.com" <pimentanessa30@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:49:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vanessa Martinez
pimentanessa30@gmail.com US
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"kaplaga@ffhsj.com" <kaplaga@ffhsj.com>

From: "kaplaga@ffhsj.com" <kaplaga@ffhsj.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:49:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gary Kaplan kaplaga@ffhsj.com NJ US
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"hans_hagedorn@hotmail.com" <hans_hagedorn@hotmail.com>

From: "hans_hagedorn@hotmail.com" <hans_hagedorn@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:48:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Hans Hagedorn
hans_hagedorn@hotmail.com US
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"mjhallisy@outlook.com" <mjhallisy@outlook.com>

From: "mjhallisy@outlook.com" <mjhallisy@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:49:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Hallisy mjhallisy@outlook.com US
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"pzimmer946@comcast.net" <pzimmer946@comcast.net>

From: "pzimmer946@comcast.net" <pzimmer946@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:48:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, pam zimmerman pzimmer946@comcast.net
US
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"spottiedottie2@msn.com" <spottiedottie2@msn.com>

From: "spottiedottie2@msn.com" <spottiedottie2@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:47:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, renee tarry spottiedottie2@msn.com US
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"yerandi1973@hotmail.com" <yerandi1973@hotmail.com>

From: "yerandi1973@hotmail.com" <yerandi1973@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:48:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Yerandi Miranda yerandi1973@hotmail.com
US
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"brandylyn.lemen@gmail.com" <brandylyn.lemen@gmail.com>

From: "brandylyn.lemen@gmail.com" <brandylyn.lemen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:47:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brandylyn Lemen
brandylyn.lemen@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jasprey@att.net" <jasprey@att.net>

From: "jasprey@att.net" <jasprey@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:48:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, John Asprey jasprey@att.net US
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"shauskins@gmail.com" <shauskins@gmail.com>

From: "shauskins@gmail.com" <shauskins@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:47:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Hauskins shauskins@gmail.com US
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"babygpiano4m@gmail.com" <babygpiano4m@gmail.com>

From: "babygpiano4m@gmail.com" <babygpiano4m@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:47:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julia Hill babygpiano4m@gmail.com FL US
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"p.sherer@verizon.net" <p.sherer@verizon.net>

From: "p.sherer@verizon.net" <p.sherer@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:47:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Sherer p.sherer@verizon.net US
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"lauriemthornton@gmail.com" <lauriemthornton@gmail.com>

From: "lauriemthornton@gmail.com" <lauriemthornton@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:47:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laurie Thornton lauriemthornton@gmail.com
US
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"angieschweis@hotmail.com" <angieschweis@hotmail.com>

From: "angieschweis@hotmail.com" <angieschweis@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:47:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angela Beige angieschweis@hotmail.com
US
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"pomer077dino@gmail.com" <pomer077dino@gmail.com>

From: "pomer077dino@gmail.com" <pomer077dino@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:47:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melody Pomerenke
pomer077dino@gmail.com US
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"kathryn.warner@sierraclub.org" <kathryn.warner@sierraclub.org>

From: "kathryn.warner@sierraclub.org"
<kathryn.warner@sierraclub.org>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:47:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katie Warner kathryn.warner@sierraclub.org
US
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"bdranch@msn.com" <bdranch@msn.com>

From: "bdranch@msn.com" <bdranch@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:47:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Holly bdranch@msn.com US
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"jswistok@gmail.com" <jswistok@gmail.com>

From: "jswistok@gmail.com" <jswistok@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:46:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jenny Swistok jswistok@gmail.com US
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"frogandtoad61@msn.com" <frogandtoad61@msn.com>

From: "frogandtoad61@msn.com" <frogandtoad61@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:46:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Valentino frogandtoad61@msn.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vinyljeff@msn.com" <vinyljeff@msn.com>

From: "vinyljeff@msn.com" <vinyljeff@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:47:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeff Watts vinyljeff@msn.com CA US



Conversation Contents
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"kennethfurr72@gmail.com" <kennethfurr72@gmail.com>

From: "kennethfurr72@gmail.com" <kennethfurr72@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:46:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kenneth Furr kennethfurr72@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pnhammel@windstream.net" <pnhammel@windstream.net>

From: "pnhammel@windstream.net" <pnhammel@windstream.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:46:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Evans pnhammel@windstream.net
US
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"aberemesh@hr.lacounty.gov" <aberemesh@hr.lacounty.gov>

From: "aberemesh@hr.lacounty.gov" <aberemesh@hr.lacounty.gov>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:47:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Arsen Beremesh
aberemesh@hr.lacounty.gov CA US
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"saraolshaffer@gmail.com" <saraolshaffer@gmail.com>

From: "saraolshaffer@gmail.com" <saraolshaffer@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:46:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sara Shaffer saraolshaffer@gmail.com US
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"Fionausvi@gmail.com" <Fionausvi@gmail.com>

From: "Fionausvi@gmail.com" <Fionausvi@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:46:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Fiona Stuart Fionausvi@gmail.com VI US
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"kjjs10202@gmail.com" <kjjs10202@gmail.com>

From: "kjjs10202@gmail.com" <kjjs10202@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:46:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathy Stack kjjs10202@gmail.com US
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"cannot_cook@juno.com" <cannot_cook@juno.com>

From: "cannot_cook@juno.com" <cannot_cook@juno.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Pike-Roberts cannot_cook@juno.com
US
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"jason@sunshipfilms.com" <jason@sunshipfilms.com>

From: "jason@sunshipfilms.com" <jason@sunshipfilms.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:46:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jason Markowitz jason@sunshipfilms.com
US
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"paul_rizza@hotmail.com" <paul_rizza@hotmail.com>

From: "paul_rizza@hotmail.com" <paul_rizza@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:46:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paul Rizza paul_rizza@hotmail.com MI US
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"mothernaturevb@verizon.net" <mothernaturevb@verizon.net>

From: "mothernaturevb@verizon.net" <mothernaturevb@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:46:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, V Brainard mothernaturevb@verizon.net US
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"jeanetteschneider207@gmail.com" <jeanetteschneider207@gmail.com>

From: "jeanetteschneider207@gmail.com"
<jeanetteschneider207@gmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:44:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanette Schneider
jeanetteschneider207@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vaughan@vaughangreene.com" <vaughan@vaughangreene.com>

From: "vaughan@vaughangreene.com"
<vaughan@vaughangreene.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:45:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vaughan Greene
vaughan@vaughangreene.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pretend@austin.rr.com" <pretend@austin.rr.com>

From: "pretend@austin.rr.com" <pretend@austin.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:45:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Gillespie pretend@austin.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lindalou@wi.rr.com" <lindalou@wi.rr.com>

From: "lindalou@wi.rr.com" <lindalou@wi.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:45:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Buckman lindalou@wi.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"liz@octv.com" <liz@octv.com>

From: "liz@octv.com" <liz@octv.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:45:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Liz Rooney liz@octv.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"braucath@shenet.org" <braucath@shenet.org>

From: "braucath@shenet.org" <braucath@shenet.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:45:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Catherine Brauer braucath@shenet.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"drrosenbloom@comcast.net" <drrosenbloom@comcast.net>

From: "drrosenbloom@comcast.net" <drrosenbloom@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:45:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Richard Rosenbloom
drrosenbloom@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"stephanie@krepspr.com" <stephanie@krepspr.com>

From: "stephanie@krepspr.com" <stephanie@krepspr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:45:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephanie De Maria stephanie@krepspr.com
FL US
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"shanna@coastalmsolutions.com" <shanna@coastalmsolutions.com>

From: "shanna@coastalmsolutions.com"
<shanna@coastalmsolutions.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:45:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shanna Beam
shanna@coastalmsolutions.com US
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"andreos@att.net" <andreos@att.net>

From: "andreos@att.net" <andreos@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:44:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Angela Andreos andreos@att.net US
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"scorp6169@gmail.com" <scorp6169@gmail.com>

From: "scorp6169@gmail.com" <scorp6169@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:44:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: scorp6169@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Randall Shannon scorp6169@gmail.com IN
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"chatfield@uindy.edu" <chatfield@uindy.edu>

From: "chatfield@uindy.edu" <chatfield@uindy.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:44:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats.
Make sure you understand that anything which negatively impacts wildlife, and the ecosystems
they inhabit, negatively impacts everyone! This is basic science. By pursuing this approach, the
Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has
conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at
worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife
and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it
should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation
professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and
controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals
threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of
Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened
species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting
endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife
conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,
moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species
protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small
have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of
the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. I will not allow my heath and my planet to be
placed in danger for the ignorant and greedy few. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I demand that the DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly
benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Hatfield
chatfield@uindy.edu IN US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pearsonrw@msn.com" <pearsonrw@msn.com>

From: "pearsonrw@msn.com" <pearsonrw@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:45:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Shirley Hijar pearsonrw@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"eric.angelosanto@mac.com" <eric.angelosanto@mac.com>

From: "eric.angelosanto@mac.com" <eric.angelosanto@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:44:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eric Angelosanto eric.angelosanto@mac.com
US
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"lmansfield7@neo.rr.com" <lmansfield7@neo.rr.com>

From: "lmansfield7@neo.rr.com" <lmansfield7@neo.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:44:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Mansfield lmansfield7@neo.rr.com OH
US
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"pam.wollan@toro.com" <pam.wollan@toro.com>

From: "pam.wollan@toro.com" <pam.wollan@toro.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:43:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pamela Wollan pam.wollan@toro.com MN
US
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"robinquilts1@verizon.net" <robinquilts1@verizon.net>

From: "robinquilts1@verizon.net" <robinquilts1@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:43:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robin Crittenden robinquilts1@verizon.net
US
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"mayl@att.net" <mayl@att.net>

From: "mayl@att.net" <mayl@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:44:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, jennifer mayl mayl@att.net US
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"allcats1965@gmail.com" <allcats1965@gmail.com>

From: "allcats1965@gmail.com" <allcats1965@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:44:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dana Fillion allcats1965@gmail.com US
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"rottlover@me.com" <rottlover@me.com>

From: "rottlover@me.com" <rottlover@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:43:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Pam Young rottlover@me.com US
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"p_j_sher@hotmail.com" <p_j_sher@hotmail.com>

From: "p_j_sher@hotmail.com" <p_j_sher@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:43:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Penny Sherrow p_j_sher@hotmail.com US
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"margarita_811@live.com" <margarita_811@live.com>

From: "margarita_811@live.com" <margarita_811@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:43:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Boyd margarita_811@live.com US
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"rudymun@verizon.net" <rudymun@verizon.net>

From: "rudymun@verizon.net" <rudymun@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:43:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Rudzinski rudymun@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"marladerios@hotmail.com" <marladerios@hotmail.com>

From: "marladerios@hotmail.com" <marladerios@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:43:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marla Rios marladerios@hotmail.com US
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"susielamb18@gmail.com" <susielamb18@gmail.com>

From: "susielamb18@gmail.com" <susielamb18@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:43:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Deanna Clifford susielamb18@gmail.com US
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"tolf0001@umn.edu" <tolf0001@umn.edu>

From: "tolf0001@umn.edu" <tolf0001@umn.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:43:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Francine Tolf tolf0001@umn.edu US
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"cglenn@fuse.net" <cglenn@fuse.net>

From: "cglenn@fuse.net" <cglenn@fuse.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:43:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cinda Glenn cglenn@fuse.net US
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"dtmilkbone@comcast.net" <dtmilkbone@comcast.net>

From: "dtmilkbone@comcast.net" <dtmilkbone@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:42:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Amell dtmilkbone@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
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"cbzambrana@gmail.com" <cbzambrana@gmail.com>

From: "cbzambrana@gmail.com" <cbzambrana@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:43:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cristina Zambrana cbzambrana@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bstod4@gmail.com" <bstod4@gmail.com>

From: "bstod4@gmail.com" <bstod4@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:42:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ben Stoddart bstod4@gmail.com US
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"boros1@me.com" <boros1@me.com>

From: "boros1@me.com" <boros1@me.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:42:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
This "horror show" definitely needs to be stopped permanently. I am responding to the formation
of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov.
8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council
undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council
would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered,
or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife
populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this
approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Boros boros1@me.com US
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"jboonej@comcast.net" <jboonej@comcast.net>

From: "jboonej@comcast.net" <jboonej@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:42:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Justin Johnson jboonej@comcast.net US
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"l.a.rosenberg10@gmail.com" <l.a.rosenberg10@gmail.com>

From: "l.a.rosenberg10@gmail.com" <l.a.rosenberg10@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:42:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lindsay Rosenberg
l.a.rosenberg10@gmail.com US
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"linda@collinsconst.net" <linda@collinsconst.net>

From: "linda@collinsconst.net" <linda@collinsconst.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:42:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Jones linda@collinsconst.net MA US
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"aturman@memphis.edu" <aturman@memphis.edu>

From: "aturman@memphis.edu" <aturman@memphis.edu>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:42:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anna Turman aturman@memphis.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"whisperdoo@gmail.com" <whisperdoo@gmail.com>

From: "whisperdoo@gmail.com" <whisperdoo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:41:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jen Bass whisperdoo@gmail.com FL US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"liz.lentis@gmail.com" <liz.lentis@gmail.com>

From: "liz.lentis@gmail.com" <liz.lentis@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:42:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Liz Lentis liz.lentis@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jeff@yesfha.com" <jeff@yesfha.com>

From: "jeff@yesfha.com" <jeff@yesfha.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 11:41:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeffrey Poppen jeff@yesfha.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"marjip@combinedtransport.com" <marjip@combinedtransport.com>

From: "marjip@combinedtransport.com"
<marjip@combinedtransport.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:14:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Marji Peterson marjip@combinedtransport.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sandra.eurich3361@gmail.com" <sandra.eurich3361@gmail.com>

From: "sandra.eurich3361@gmail.com"
<sandra.eurich3361@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:20:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sandra Eurich sandra.eurich3361@gmail.com US
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Opposition to the Creation of Internanation Conservation Council

<dlogan45@columbus.rr.com>

From: <dlogan45@columbus.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:05:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposition to the Creation of Internanation Conservation Council

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry.   Thank you for your help in fighting the cruel and
unsustainable trophy industry! And thank you for all you do for animals.  Debi Logan
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Opposition

Mellissa Layla Longo <mellissa.longo@gmail.com>

From: Mellissa Layla Longo <mellissa.longo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 06:02:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposition

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department
on ways to promote this deadly industry. 

 

Mellissa L. Longo

Sent from my iPhone
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hallsue1988@gmail.com" <hallsue1988@gmail.com>

From: "hallsue1988@gmail.com" <hallsue1988@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:47:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Hall hallsue1988@gmail.com PA US
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NO "International Wildlife Conservation Council"

Roz Downing <rozdow@hotmail.com>

From: Roz Downing <rozdow@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:20:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: NO "International Wildlife Conservation Council"
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"xtina64@hotmail.gr" <xtina64@hotmail.gr>

From: "xtina64@hotmail.gr" <xtina64@hotmail.gr>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:54:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, christina soli xtina64@hotmail.gr AL GR
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ladydave61@gmail.com" <ladydave61@gmail.com>

From: "ladydave61@gmail.com" <ladydave61@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:23:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, linda sewell ladydave61@gmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"brianvicturine34@hotmail.com" <brianvicturine34@hotmail.com>

From: "brianvicturine34@hotmail.com" <brianvicturine34@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:07:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brian Victurine brianvicturine34@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"santorojo@hotmail.com" <santorojo@hotmail.com>

From: "santorojo@hotmail.com" <santorojo@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joyce Atwood santorojo@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kelseymccann@hotmail.com" <kelseymccann@hotmail.com>

From: "kelseymccann@hotmail.com" <kelseymccann@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:15:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kelsey Mccann kelseymccann@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pauloreeson@outlook.com" <pauloreeson@outlook.com>

From: "pauloreeson@outlook.com" <pauloreeson@outlook.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:10:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, paulo reeson pauloreeson@outlook.com MD
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"palomino10@verizon.net" <palomino10@verizon.net>

From: "palomino10@verizon.net" <palomino10@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:16:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Holk palomino10@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mhooosh@gmail.com" <mhooosh@gmail.com>

From: "mhooosh@gmail.com" <mhooosh@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:26:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Melanee Siebert mhooosh@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"johnsr@greatoaks.com" <johnsr@greatoaks.com>

From: "johnsr@greatoaks.com" <johnsr@greatoaks.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:27:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Robin Johns johnsr@greatoaks.com OH US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"maureen.landry@verizon.net" <maureen.landry@verizon.net>

From: "maureen.landry@verizon.net" <maureen.landry@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:42:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, maureen landry maureen.landry@verizon.net MA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"taylorhixson@live.com" <taylorhixson@live.com>

From: "taylorhixson@live.com" <taylorhixson@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:44:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Taylor Hixson taylorhixson@live.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"stanboder@gmail.com" <stanboder@gmail.com>

From: "stanboder@gmail.com" <stanboder@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:42:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Stan Boder stanboder@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"connor.hansell@hsc.utah.edu" <connor.hansell@hsc.utah.edu>

From: "connor.hansell@hsc.utah.edu" <connor.hansell@hsc.utah.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:30:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, connor hansell connor.hansell@hsc.utah.edu US
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"carlsona829@gmail.com" <carlsona829@gmail.com>

From: "carlsona829@gmail.com" <carlsona829@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:16:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Alex Carlson carlsona829@gmail.com MO US
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"wmjblack@comcast.net" <wmjblack@comcast.net>

From: "wmjblack@comcast.net" <wmjblack@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:09:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, William Black wmjblack@comcast.net US
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"Taniagriffiths@live.co.uk" <Taniagriffiths@live.co.uk>

From: "Taniagriffiths@live.co.uk" <Taniagriffiths@live.co.uk>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:22:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Tania Griffiths Taniagriffiths@live.co.uk GB
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"soos1@me.com" <soos1@me.com>

From: "soos1@me.com" <soos1@me.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:10:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Kittinger soos1@me.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tguido25@gmail.com" <tguido25@gmail.com>

From: "tguido25@gmail.com" <tguido25@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:54:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Tara Guido tguido25@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"susieqsings@hotmail.com" <susieqsings@hotmail.com>

From: "susieqsings@hotmail.com" <susieqsings@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:19:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Imker susieqsings@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lgraham@medcerts.com" <lgraham@medcerts.com>

From: "lgraham@medcerts.com" <lgraham@medcerts.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:14:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lee Graham lgraham@medcerts.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"annewatkins63@sky.com" <annewatkins63@sky.com>

From: "annewatkins63@sky.com" <annewatkins63@sky.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:24:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Anne Watkins annewatkins63@sky.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"narci001@umn.edu" <narci001@umn.edu>

From: "narci001@umn.edu" <narci001@umn.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:21:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, April Narcisse narci001@umn.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"topaz17@twc.com" <topaz17@twc.com>

From: "topaz17@twc.com" <topaz17@twc.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:58:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Erin Lareau topaz17@twc.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mazamb@comcast.net" <mazamb@comcast.net>

From: "mazamb@comcast.net" <mazamb@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:32:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Maria Zambrano mazamb@comcast.net PA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"debc1956@gmail.com" <debc1956@gmail.com>

From: "debc1956@gmail.com" <debc1956@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:53:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Debbie Cornell debc1956@gmail.com US
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"nll1957@verizon.net" <nll1957@verizon.net>

From: "nll1957@verizon.net" <nll1957@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:46:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donita Lowrey nll1957@verizon.net TX US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jelemongello@msn.com" <jelemongello@msn.com>

From: "jelemongello@msn.com" <jelemongello@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:12:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanine Lemongello jelemongello@msn.com
US
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"pacmail@mindspring.com" <pacmail@mindspring.com>

From: "pacmail@mindspring.com" <pacmail@mindspring.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:34:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eleanor Smithwick pacmail@mindspring.com
US
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"casey.newell@gmail.com" <casey.newell@gmail.com>

From: "casey.newell@gmail.com" <casey.newell@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:20:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Casey Newell casey.newell@gmail.com US
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"amy.dombek@gmail.com" <amy.dombek@gmail.com>

From: "amy.dombek@gmail.com" <amy.dombek@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:28:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Amy Dombek amy.dombek@gmail.com US
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"christenking10@gmail.com" <christenking10@gmail.com>

From: "christenking10@gmail.com" <christenking10@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:24:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Christen King christenking10@gmail.com US
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"bsantiago@pulone.com" <bsantiago@pulone.com>

From: "bsantiago@pulone.com" <bsantiago@pulone.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:33:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Beverley Santiago bsantiago@pulone.com US
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"arodriguez@brainup-systems.com" <arodriguez@brainup-systems.com>

From: "arodriguez@brainup-systems.com" <arodriguez@brainup-
systems.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:15:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Agustin Rodriguez arodriguez@brainup-
systems.com MX
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"ddsjss@live.com" <ddsjss@live.com>

From: "ddsjss@live.com" <ddsjss@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:16:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Denese Stokes-Diezman ddsjss@live.com US
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"ottergirl@outlook.com" <ottergirl@outlook.com>

From: "ottergirl@outlook.com" <ottergirl@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:29:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alicia Cuccia ottergirl@outlook.com US
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"hewitt1@tampabay.rr.com" <hewitt1@tampabay.rr.com>

From: "hewitt1@tampabay.rr.com" <hewitt1@tampabay.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:27:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, brenda hewitt hewitt1@tampabay.rr.com US
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"elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at" <elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at>

From: "elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at" <elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:54:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Elisabeth Bechmann elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at WI AT
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"Loular63@gmail.com" <Loular63@gmail.com>

From: "Loular63@gmail.com" <Loular63@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:11:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Louise Larsson Loular63@gmail.com SE
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"cadence.williams@gdit.com" <cadence.williams@gdit.com>

From: "cadence.williams@gdit.com" <cadence.williams@gdit.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:48:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Cadence Williams cadence.williams@gdit.com US
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"cburns@citlink.net" <cburns@citlink.net>

From: "cburns@citlink.net" <cburns@citlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:48:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Christina Mills cburns@citlink.net CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"care4earth1st@msn.com" <care4earth1st@msn.com>

From: "care4earth1st@msn.com" <care4earth1st@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:55:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Michael Threadgill care4earth1st@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"landrovie@gmail.com" <landrovie@gmail.com>

From: "landrovie@gmail.com" <landrovie@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:31:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, barbara hansell` landrovie@gmail.com UT US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"whs-admin@ttfabrics.com" <whs-admin@ttfabrics.com>

From: "whs-admin@ttfabrics.com" <whs-admin@ttfabrics.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:25:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Linda O'Donnell whs-admin@ttfabrics.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"simplecat2@gmail.com" <simplecat2@gmail.com>

From: "simplecat2@gmail.com" <simplecat2@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:50:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Kulak simplecat2@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"puguccini@revenuegroup.com" <puguccini@revenuegroup.com>

From: "puguccini@revenuegroup.com" <puguccini@revenuegroup.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:21:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Pat Uguccini puguccini@revenuegroup.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rubina.khilnani@gmail.com" <rubina.khilnani@gmail.com>

From: "rubina.khilnani@gmail.com" <rubina.khilnani@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:15:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rubi Khilnani rubina.khilnani@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"acsarchitect@icloud.com" <acsarchitect@icloud.com>

From: "acsarchitect@icloud.com" <acsarchitect@icloud.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:27:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
NO TO TROPHY HUNTING. I am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857,
Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale
modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to
promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise
imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit
the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the
Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has
conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at
worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife
and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it
should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation
professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and
controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals
threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of
Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened
species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting
endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife
conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,
moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species
protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small
have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of
the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Arielle Schechter acsarchitect@icloud.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"carvio@artic.edu" <carvio@artic.edu>

From: "carvio@artic.edu" <carvio@artic.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:20:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Cheryl Arvio carvio@artic.edu IL US
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"rosaliewind@gmail.com" <rosaliewind@gmail.com>

From: "rosaliewind@gmail.com" <rosaliewind@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:20:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, rosalie wind rosaliewind@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Maridelsol34@gmail.com" <Maridelsol34@gmail.com>

From: "Maridelsol34@gmail.com" <Maridelsol34@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:55:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Mari Dominguez Maridelsol34@gmail.com CA US
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"cmh318@gmail.com" <cmh318@gmail.com>

From: "cmh318@gmail.com" <cmh318@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:18:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Christina Raptis cmh318@gmail.com US
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"nancy_bliss@wgresorts.com" <nancy_bliss@wgresorts.com>

From: "nancy_bliss@wgresorts.com" <nancy_bliss@wgresorts.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:18:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Nancy Bliss nancy_bliss@wgresorts.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kayla.wilson@outlook.com" <kayla.wilson@outlook.com>

From: "kayla.wilson@outlook.com" <kayla.wilson@outlook.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:35:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kayla Wilson kayla.wilson@outlook.com WA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mhwood2@uky.edu" <mhwood2@uky.edu>

From: "mhwood2@uky.edu" <mhwood2@uky.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:17:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Marta Wood mhwood2@uky.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ejefield16@comcast.net" <ejefield16@comcast.net>

From: "ejefield16@comcast.net" <ejefield16@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:59:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Liz Field ejefield16@comcast.net US
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"geminipf1@hotmail.com" <geminipf1@hotmail.com>

From: "geminipf1@hotmail.com" <geminipf1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:00:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Penney Feller geminipf1@hotmail.com US
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"flyingcoyote@earthlink.net" <flyingcoyote@earthlink.net>

From: "flyingcoyote@earthlink.net" <flyingcoyote@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:47:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Phyllis White flyingcoyote@earthlink.net US
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"ickbird@nc.rr.com" <ickbird@nc.rr.com>

From: "ickbird@nc.rr.com" <ickbird@nc.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:15:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Celia Flowers ickbird@nc.rr.com US
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"collinsa@syr.edu" <collinsa@syr.edu>

From: "collinsa@syr.edu" <collinsa@syr.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:24:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Anne Collins collinsa@syr.edu US
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"takwas@comcast.net" <takwas@comcast.net>

From: "takwas@comcast.net" <takwas@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:34:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sunny Batz takwas@comcast.net US
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"eric.robson@hotmail.com" <eric.robson@hotmail.com>

From: "eric.robson@hotmail.com" <eric.robson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:30:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eric Robson eric.robson@hotmail.com WI US
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"pastisrat@gmail.com" <pastisrat@gmail.com>

From: "pastisrat@gmail.com" <pastisrat@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:59:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Daniel Butler pastisrat@gmail.com UT US
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"cindybeth1@juno.com" <cindybeth1@juno.com>

From: "cindybeth1@juno.com" <cindybeth1@juno.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:52:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Goettling cindybeth1@juno.com US
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"h_savino@hotmail.com" <h_savino@hotmail.com>

From: "h_savino@hotmail.com" <h_savino@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:12:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Heather Savino h_savino@hotmail.com CT US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"shelbyrichins32@gmail.com" <shelbyrichins32@gmail.com>

From: "shelbyrichins32@gmail.com" <shelbyrichins32@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:12:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, shelby Richins shelbyrichins32@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lfleming@cal.net" <lfleming@cal.net>

From: "lfleming@cal.net" <lfleming@cal.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:38:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lis Fleming lfleming@cal.net CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"disvac@bellsouth.net" <disvac@bellsouth.net>

From: "disvac@bellsouth.net" <disvac@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:33:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, tim baxter disvac@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"toddsnyder607@gmail.com" <toddsnyder607@gmail.com>

From: "toddsnyder607@gmail.com" <toddsnyder607@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:39:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Todd Snyder toddsnyder607@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"edsco33@gmail.com" <edsco33@gmail.com>

From: "edsco33@gmail.com" <edsco33@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:46:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Edward Scott edsco33@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tlwzjb@gmail.com" <tlwzjb@gmail.com>

From: "tlwzjb@gmail.com" <tlwzjb@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:44:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Tiffany Buell tlwzjb@gmail.com WI US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"legs35@msn.com" <legs35@msn.com>

From: "legs35@msn.com" <legs35@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:32:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Melanie Merriman-Durso legs35@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jeff@nwmobiletechs.com" <jeff@nwmobiletechs.com>

From: "jeff@nwmobiletechs.com" <jeff@nwmobiletechs.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:00:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jeff Widmer jeff@nwmobiletechs.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"emelyhenriquez@hotmail.com" <emelyhenriquez@hotmail.com>

From: "emelyhenriquez@hotmail.com" <emelyhenriquez@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Emely Henriquez emelyhenriquez@hotmail.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"marvin.aaron@mcckc.edu" <marvin.aaron@mcckc.edu>

From: "marvin.aaron@mcckc.edu" <marvin.aaron@mcckc.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:45:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Marvin Aaron marvin.aaron@mcckc.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pegasusyahweh5240@yandex.com" <pegasusyahweh5240@yandex.com>

From: "pegasusyahweh5240@yandex.com"
<pegasusyahweh5240@yandex.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Debbie Williams-Shepard pegasusyahweh5240@yandex.com WV US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"whaluvr@wispertel.net" <whaluvr@wispertel.net>

From: "whaluvr@wispertel.net" <whaluvr@wispertel.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:51:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Judith Howard whaluvr@wispertel.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"griffindogred@hotmail.com" <griffindogred@hotmail.com>

From: "griffindogred@hotmail.com" <griffindogred@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:08:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Joanne Fleming griffindogred@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kczarnecki@interfaithmilw.org" <kczarnecki@interfaithmilw.org>

From: "kczarnecki@interfaithmilw.org" <kczarnecki@interfaithmilw.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:09:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kathy Czarnecki kczarnecki@interfaithmilw.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ripple@thereeds.me" <ripple@thereeds.me>

From: "ripple@thereeds.me" <ripple@thereeds.me>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:25:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Reed ripple@thereeds.me US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"aldobien@terra.com.br" <aldobien@terra.com.br>

From: "aldobien@terra.com.br" <aldobien@terra.com.br>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:20:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Aldo Bien aldobien@terra.com.br BR
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"charlottes17@usa.com" <charlottes17@usa.com>

From: "charlottes17@usa.com" <charlottes17@usa.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:36:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Liz Wilton charlottes17@usa.com US
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"kristin@threenstierna.com" <kristin@threenstierna.com>

From: "kristin@threenstierna.com" <kristin@threenstierna.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:36:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kristin Gray kristin@threenstierna.com US
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"hobo51@att.net" <hobo51@att.net>

From: "hobo51@att.net" <hobo51@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:09:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Shelby Coleman hobo51@att.net US
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"salsmanado@gmail.com" <salsmanado@gmail.com>

From: "salsmanado@gmail.com" <salsmanado@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:39:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ryan Salsman salsmanado@gmail.com US
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"lhschless@hotmail.com" <lhschless@hotmail.com>

From: "lhschless@hotmail.com" <lhschless@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:57:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Laurits Schless lhschless@hotmail.com US
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"cinkramerdy@hotmail.com" <cinkramerdy@hotmail.com>

From: "cinkramerdy@hotmail.com" <cinkramerdy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:47:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Kramer cinkramerdy@hotmail.com US
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"rwwhipple@grics.net" <rwwhipple@grics.net>

From: "rwwhipple@grics.net" <rwwhipple@grics.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:36:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Wyman Whipple rwwhipple@grics.net IL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"melissachandra2@gmail.com" <melissachandra2@gmail.com>

From: "melissachandra2@gmail.com" <melissachandra2@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:32:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Melissa Chandra melissachandra2@gmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sarah@calverts.com" <sarah@calverts.com>

From: "sarah@calverts.com" <sarah@calverts.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:28:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sarah Lilly sarah@calverts.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rcwhitgr@smumn.edu" <rcwhitgr@smumn.edu>

From: "rcwhitgr@smumn.edu" <rcwhitgr@smumn.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:06:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rita Caruso Santamaria
rcwhitgr@smumn.edu MN US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jv.ferretmom@gmail.com" <jv.ferretmom@gmail.com>

From: "jv.ferretmom@gmail.com" <jv.ferretmom@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:06:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jackie Vargus jv.ferretmom@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"emilyannsattic@gmail.com" <emilyannsattic@gmail.com>

From: "emilyannsattic@gmail.com" <emilyannsattic@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:26:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, shannon donaho emilyannsattic@gmail.com US
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"colleen@kanab.net" <colleen@kanab.net>

From: "colleen@kanab.net" <colleen@kanab.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:46:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Colleen McMullen colleen@kanab.net UT US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kathleen.mcbride@va.gov" <kathleen.mcbride@va.gov>

From: "kathleen.mcbride@va.gov" <kathleen.mcbride@va.gov>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:22:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kathy McBride kathleen.mcbride@va.gov US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"classicagregory@hotmail.com" <classicagregory@hotmail.com>

From: "classicagregory@hotmail.com" <classicagregory@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:04:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Belkys Rodriguez
classicagregory@hotmail.com US
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"xtina64@hotmail.gr" <xtina64@hotmail.gr>

From: "xtina64@hotmail.gr" <xtina64@hotmail.gr>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:54:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, christina soli xtina64@hotmail.gr AL GR
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"ladydave61@gmail.com" <ladydave61@gmail.com>

From: "ladydave61@gmail.com" <ladydave61@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:23:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, linda sewell ladydave61@gmail.com CA US
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"brianvicturine34@hotmail.com" <brianvicturine34@hotmail.com>

From: "brianvicturine34@hotmail.com" <brianvicturine34@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:07:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brian Victurine brianvicturine34@hotmail.com
US
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"santorojo@hotmail.com" <santorojo@hotmail.com>

From: "santorojo@hotmail.com" <santorojo@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:51:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joyce Atwood santorojo@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kelseymccann@hotmail.com" <kelseymccann@hotmail.com>

From: "kelseymccann@hotmail.com" <kelseymccann@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:15:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kelsey Mccann kelseymccann@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pauloreeson@outlook.com" <pauloreeson@outlook.com>

From: "pauloreeson@outlook.com" <pauloreeson@outlook.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:10:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, paulo reeson pauloreeson@outlook.com MD
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"palomino10@verizon.net" <palomino10@verizon.net>

From: "palomino10@verizon.net" <palomino10@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:16:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Holk palomino10@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mhooosh@gmail.com" <mhooosh@gmail.com>

From: "mhooosh@gmail.com" <mhooosh@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:26:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Melanee Siebert mhooosh@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"johnsr@greatoaks.com" <johnsr@greatoaks.com>

From: "johnsr@greatoaks.com" <johnsr@greatoaks.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:27:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Robin Johns johnsr@greatoaks.com OH US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"maureen.landry@verizon.net" <maureen.landry@verizon.net>

From: "maureen.landry@verizon.net" <maureen.landry@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:42:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, maureen landry maureen.landry@verizon.net MA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"taylorhixson@live.com" <taylorhixson@live.com>

From: "taylorhixson@live.com" <taylorhixson@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:44:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Taylor Hixson taylorhixson@live.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"stanboder@gmail.com" <stanboder@gmail.com>

From: "stanboder@gmail.com" <stanboder@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:42:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Stan Boder stanboder@gmail.com US
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"connor.hansell@hsc.utah.edu" <connor.hansell@hsc.utah.edu>

From: "connor.hansell@hsc.utah.edu" <connor.hansell@hsc.utah.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:30:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, connor hansell connor.hansell@hsc.utah.edu US
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"carlsona829@gmail.com" <carlsona829@gmail.com>

From: "carlsona829@gmail.com" <carlsona829@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:16:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Alex Carlson carlsona829@gmail.com MO US
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"wmjblack@comcast.net" <wmjblack@comcast.net>

From: "wmjblack@comcast.net" <wmjblack@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:09:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, William Black wmjblack@comcast.net US
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"Taniagriffiths@live.co.uk" <Taniagriffiths@live.co.uk>

From: "Taniagriffiths@live.co.uk" <Taniagriffiths@live.co.uk>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:22:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Tania Griffiths Taniagriffiths@live.co.uk GB
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"soos1@me.com" <soos1@me.com>

From: "soos1@me.com" <soos1@me.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:10:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Kittinger soos1@me.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tguido25@gmail.com" <tguido25@gmail.com>

From: "tguido25@gmail.com" <tguido25@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:54:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Tara Guido tguido25@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"susieqsings@hotmail.com" <susieqsings@hotmail.com>

From: "susieqsings@hotmail.com" <susieqsings@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:19:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Imker susieqsings@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lgraham@medcerts.com" <lgraham@medcerts.com>

From: "lgraham@medcerts.com" <lgraham@medcerts.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:14:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lee Graham lgraham@medcerts.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"annewatkins63@sky.com" <annewatkins63@sky.com>

From: "annewatkins63@sky.com" <annewatkins63@sky.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:24:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Anne Watkins annewatkins63@sky.com US
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"narci001@umn.edu" <narci001@umn.edu>

From: "narci001@umn.edu" <narci001@umn.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:21:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, April Narcisse narci001@umn.edu US
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"topaz17@twc.com" <topaz17@twc.com>

From: "topaz17@twc.com" <topaz17@twc.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:58:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Erin Lareau topaz17@twc.com US
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"mazamb@comcast.net" <mazamb@comcast.net>

From: "mazamb@comcast.net" <mazamb@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:32:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Maria Zambrano mazamb@comcast.net PA US
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"debc1956@gmail.com" <debc1956@gmail.com>

From: "debc1956@gmail.com" <debc1956@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:53:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Debbie Cornell debc1956@gmail.com US
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"nll1957@verizon.net" <nll1957@verizon.net>

From: "nll1957@verizon.net" <nll1957@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:46:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donita Lowrey nll1957@verizon.net TX US
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"jelemongello@msn.com" <jelemongello@msn.com>

From: "jelemongello@msn.com" <jelemongello@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:12:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeanine Lemongello jelemongello@msn.com
US
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"pacmail@mindspring.com" <pacmail@mindspring.com>

From: "pacmail@mindspring.com" <pacmail@mindspring.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:34:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eleanor Smithwick pacmail@mindspring.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"casey.newell@gmail.com" <casey.newell@gmail.com>

From: "casey.newell@gmail.com" <casey.newell@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:20:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Casey Newell casey.newell@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"amy.dombek@gmail.com" <amy.dombek@gmail.com>

From: "amy.dombek@gmail.com" <amy.dombek@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:28:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Amy Dombek amy.dombek@gmail.com US
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"christenking10@gmail.com" <christenking10@gmail.com>

From: "christenking10@gmail.com" <christenking10@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:24:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Christen King christenking10@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"bsantiago@pulone.com" <bsantiago@pulone.com>

From: "bsantiago@pulone.com" <bsantiago@pulone.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:33:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Beverley Santiago bsantiago@pulone.com US
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"arodriguez@brainup-systems.com" <arodriguez@brainup-systems.com>

From: "arodriguez@brainup-systems.com" <arodriguez@brainup-
systems.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:15:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Agustin Rodriguez arodriguez@brainup-
systems.com MX
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"ddsjss@live.com" <ddsjss@live.com>

From: "ddsjss@live.com" <ddsjss@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:16:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Denese Stokes-Diezman ddsjss@live.com US
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"ottergirl@outlook.com" <ottergirl@outlook.com>

From: "ottergirl@outlook.com" <ottergirl@outlook.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:29:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alicia Cuccia ottergirl@outlook.com US
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"hewitt1@tampabay.rr.com" <hewitt1@tampabay.rr.com>

From: "hewitt1@tampabay.rr.com" <hewitt1@tampabay.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:27:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, brenda hewitt hewitt1@tampabay.rr.com US
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"elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at" <elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at>

From: "elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at" <elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:54:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Elisabeth Bechmann elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at WI AT
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"Loular63@gmail.com" <Loular63@gmail.com>

From: "Loular63@gmail.com" <Loular63@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:11:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Louise Larsson Loular63@gmail.com SE
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"cadence.williams@gdit.com" <cadence.williams@gdit.com>

From: "cadence.williams@gdit.com" <cadence.williams@gdit.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:48:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Cadence Williams cadence.williams@gdit.com US
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"cburns@citlink.net" <cburns@citlink.net>

From: "cburns@citlink.net" <cburns@citlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:48:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Christina Mills cburns@citlink.net CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"care4earth1st@msn.com" <care4earth1st@msn.com>

From: "care4earth1st@msn.com" <care4earth1st@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:55:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Michael Threadgill care4earth1st@msn.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"landrovie@gmail.com" <landrovie@gmail.com>

From: "landrovie@gmail.com" <landrovie@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:31:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, barbara hansell` landrovie@gmail.com UT US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"whs-admin@ttfabrics.com" <whs-admin@ttfabrics.com>

From: "whs-admin@ttfabrics.com" <whs-admin@ttfabrics.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:25:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Linda O'Donnell whs-admin@ttfabrics.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"simplecat2@gmail.com" <simplecat2@gmail.com>

From: "simplecat2@gmail.com" <simplecat2@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:50:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sharon Kulak simplecat2@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"puguccini@revenuegroup.com" <puguccini@revenuegroup.com>

From: "puguccini@revenuegroup.com" <puguccini@revenuegroup.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:21:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Pat Uguccini puguccini@revenuegroup.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rubina.khilnani@gmail.com" <rubina.khilnani@gmail.com>

From: "rubina.khilnani@gmail.com" <rubina.khilnani@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:15:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rubi Khilnani rubina.khilnani@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"acsarchitect@icloud.com" <acsarchitect@icloud.com>

From: "acsarchitect@icloud.com" <acsarchitect@icloud.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:27:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
NO TO TROPHY HUNTING. I am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857,
Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale
modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to
promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise
imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations or benefit
the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the
Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has
conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at
worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife
and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the government, it
should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by conservation
professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely limited and
controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals
threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of
Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened
species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting
endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife
conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,
moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species
protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small
have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of
the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Arielle Schechter acsarchitect@icloud.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"carvio@artic.edu" <carvio@artic.edu>

From: "carvio@artic.edu" <carvio@artic.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:20:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Cheryl Arvio carvio@artic.edu IL US
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"rosaliewind@gmail.com" <rosaliewind@gmail.com>

From: "rosaliewind@gmail.com" <rosaliewind@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:20:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, rosalie wind rosaliewind@gmail.com US
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"Maridelsol34@gmail.com" <Maridelsol34@gmail.com>

From: "Maridelsol34@gmail.com" <Maridelsol34@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:55:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Mari Dominguez Maridelsol34@gmail.com CA US
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"cmh318@gmail.com" <cmh318@gmail.com>

From: "cmh318@gmail.com" <cmh318@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:18:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Christina Raptis cmh318@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nancy_bliss@wgresorts.com" <nancy_bliss@wgresorts.com>

From: "nancy_bliss@wgresorts.com" <nancy_bliss@wgresorts.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:18:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Nancy Bliss nancy_bliss@wgresorts.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kayla.wilson@outlook.com" <kayla.wilson@outlook.com>

From: "kayla.wilson@outlook.com" <kayla.wilson@outlook.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:35:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kayla Wilson kayla.wilson@outlook.com WA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mhwood2@uky.edu" <mhwood2@uky.edu>

From: "mhwood2@uky.edu" <mhwood2@uky.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:17:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Marta Wood mhwood2@uky.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ejefield16@comcast.net" <ejefield16@comcast.net>

From: "ejefield16@comcast.net" <ejefield16@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:59:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Liz Field ejefield16@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"geminipf1@hotmail.com" <geminipf1@hotmail.com>

From: "geminipf1@hotmail.com" <geminipf1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:00:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Penney Feller geminipf1@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"flyingcoyote@earthlink.net" <flyingcoyote@earthlink.net>

From: "flyingcoyote@earthlink.net" <flyingcoyote@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:47:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Phyllis White flyingcoyote@earthlink.net US
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"ickbird@nc.rr.com" <ickbird@nc.rr.com>

From: "ickbird@nc.rr.com" <ickbird@nc.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:15:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Celia Flowers ickbird@nc.rr.com US
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"collinsa@syr.edu" <collinsa@syr.edu>

From: "collinsa@syr.edu" <collinsa@syr.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:24:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Anne Collins collinsa@syr.edu US
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"takwas@comcast.net" <takwas@comcast.net>

From: "takwas@comcast.net" <takwas@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:34:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sunny Batz takwas@comcast.net US
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"eric.robson@hotmail.com" <eric.robson@hotmail.com>

From: "eric.robson@hotmail.com" <eric.robson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:30:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eric Robson eric.robson@hotmail.com WI US
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"pastisrat@gmail.com" <pastisrat@gmail.com>

From: "pastisrat@gmail.com" <pastisrat@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:59:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Daniel Butler pastisrat@gmail.com UT US
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"cindybeth1@juno.com" <cindybeth1@juno.com>

From: "cindybeth1@juno.com" <cindybeth1@juno.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:52:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Goettling cindybeth1@juno.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"h_savino@hotmail.com" <h_savino@hotmail.com>

From: "h_savino@hotmail.com" <h_savino@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:12:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Heather Savino h_savino@hotmail.com CT US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"shelbyrichins32@gmail.com" <shelbyrichins32@gmail.com>

From: "shelbyrichins32@gmail.com" <shelbyrichins32@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:12:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, shelby Richins shelbyrichins32@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lfleming@cal.net" <lfleming@cal.net>

From: "lfleming@cal.net" <lfleming@cal.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:38:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lis Fleming lfleming@cal.net CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"disvac@bellsouth.net" <disvac@bellsouth.net>

From: "disvac@bellsouth.net" <disvac@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:33:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, tim baxter disvac@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"toddsnyder607@gmail.com" <toddsnyder607@gmail.com>

From: "toddsnyder607@gmail.com" <toddsnyder607@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:39:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Todd Snyder toddsnyder607@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"edsco33@gmail.com" <edsco33@gmail.com>

From: "edsco33@gmail.com" <edsco33@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:46:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Edward Scott edsco33@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tlwzjb@gmail.com" <tlwzjb@gmail.com>

From: "tlwzjb@gmail.com" <tlwzjb@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:44:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Tiffany Buell tlwzjb@gmail.com WI US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"legs35@msn.com" <legs35@msn.com>

From: "legs35@msn.com" <legs35@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:32:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Melanie Merriman-Durso legs35@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jeff@nwmobiletechs.com" <jeff@nwmobiletechs.com>

From: "jeff@nwmobiletechs.com" <jeff@nwmobiletechs.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:00:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jeff Widmer jeff@nwmobiletechs.com US
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"emelyhenriquez@hotmail.com" <emelyhenriquez@hotmail.com>

From: "emelyhenriquez@hotmail.com" <emelyhenriquez@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:36:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Emely Henriquez emelyhenriquez@hotmail.com FL US
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"marvin.aaron@mcckc.edu" <marvin.aaron@mcckc.edu>

From: "marvin.aaron@mcckc.edu" <marvin.aaron@mcckc.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:45:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Marvin Aaron marvin.aaron@mcckc.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pegasusyahweh5240@yandex.com" <pegasusyahweh5240@yandex.com>

From: "pegasusyahweh5240@yandex.com"
<pegasusyahweh5240@yandex.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Debbie Williams-Shepard pegasusyahweh5240@yandex.com WV US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"whaluvr@wispertel.net" <whaluvr@wispertel.net>

From: "whaluvr@wispertel.net" <whaluvr@wispertel.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:51:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Judith Howard whaluvr@wispertel.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"griffindogred@hotmail.com" <griffindogred@hotmail.com>

From: "griffindogred@hotmail.com" <griffindogred@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:08:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Joanne Fleming griffindogred@hotmail.com US
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"kczarnecki@interfaithmilw.org" <kczarnecki@interfaithmilw.org>

From: "kczarnecki@interfaithmilw.org" <kczarnecki@interfaithmilw.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:09:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kathy Czarnecki kczarnecki@interfaithmilw.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ripple@thereeds.me" <ripple@thereeds.me>

From: "ripple@thereeds.me" <ripple@thereeds.me>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:25:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary Reed ripple@thereeds.me US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"aldobien@terra.com.br" <aldobien@terra.com.br>

From: "aldobien@terra.com.br" <aldobien@terra.com.br>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:20:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Aldo Bien aldobien@terra.com.br BR
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"charlottes17@usa.com" <charlottes17@usa.com>

From: "charlottes17@usa.com" <charlottes17@usa.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:36:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Liz Wilton charlottes17@usa.com US
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"kristin@threenstierna.com" <kristin@threenstierna.com>

From: "kristin@threenstierna.com" <kristin@threenstierna.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:36:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kristin Gray kristin@threenstierna.com US
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"hobo51@att.net" <hobo51@att.net>

From: "hobo51@att.net" <hobo51@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:09:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Shelby Coleman hobo51@att.net US
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"salsmanado@gmail.com" <salsmanado@gmail.com>

From: "salsmanado@gmail.com" <salsmanado@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:39:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ryan Salsman salsmanado@gmail.com US
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"lhschless@hotmail.com" <lhschless@hotmail.com>

From: "lhschless@hotmail.com" <lhschless@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:57:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Laurits Schless lhschless@hotmail.com US
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"cinkramerdy@hotmail.com" <cinkramerdy@hotmail.com>

From: "cinkramerdy@hotmail.com" <cinkramerdy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:47:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Cindy Kramer cinkramerdy@hotmail.com US
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"rwwhipple@grics.net" <rwwhipple@grics.net>

From: "rwwhipple@grics.net" <rwwhipple@grics.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:36:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Wyman Whipple rwwhipple@grics.net IL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"melissachandra2@gmail.com" <melissachandra2@gmail.com>

From: "melissachandra2@gmail.com" <melissachandra2@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:32:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Melissa Chandra melissachandra2@gmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sarah@calverts.com" <sarah@calverts.com>

From: "sarah@calverts.com" <sarah@calverts.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:28:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sarah Lilly sarah@calverts.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rcwhitgr@smumn.edu" <rcwhitgr@smumn.edu>

From: "rcwhitgr@smumn.edu" <rcwhitgr@smumn.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:06:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rita Caruso Santamaria
rcwhitgr@smumn.edu MN US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jv.ferretmom@gmail.com" <jv.ferretmom@gmail.com>

From: "jv.ferretmom@gmail.com" <jv.ferretmom@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:06:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jackie Vargus jv.ferretmom@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"emilyannsattic@gmail.com" <emilyannsattic@gmail.com>

From: "emilyannsattic@gmail.com" <emilyannsattic@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:26:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, shannon donaho emilyannsattic@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"colleen@kanab.net" <colleen@kanab.net>

From: "colleen@kanab.net" <colleen@kanab.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:46:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Colleen McMullen colleen@kanab.net UT US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kathleen.mcbride@va.gov" <kathleen.mcbride@va.gov>

From: "kathleen.mcbride@va.gov" <kathleen.mcbride@va.gov>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:22:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kathy McBride kathleen.mcbride@va.gov US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"classicagregory@hotmail.com" <classicagregory@hotmail.com>

From: "classicagregory@hotmail.com" <classicagregory@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:04:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Belkys Rodriguez
classicagregory@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"katharine.wilson517@gmail.com" <katharine.wilson517@gmail.com>

From: "katharine.wilson517@gmail.com"
<katharine.wilson517@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:20:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Katharine Parson
katharine.wilson517@gmail.com US
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"RLKatz@hotmail.com" <RLKatz@hotmail.com>

From: "RLKatz@hotmail.com" <RLKatz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:27:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Randi Katz RLKatz@hotmail.com PA US
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"marianwebster711@gmail.com" <marianwebster711@gmail.com>

From: "marianwebster711@gmail.com"
<marianwebster711@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:15:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Marian Webster marianwebster711@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"iris@alonidiamonds.com" <iris@alonidiamonds.com>

From: "iris@alonidiamonds.com" <iris@alonidiamonds.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:38:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Iris Sinai iris@alonidiamonds.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mugglejill76@gmail.com" <mugglejill76@gmail.com>

From: "mugglejill76@gmail.com" <mugglejill76@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:25:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jill Duft mugglejill76@gmail.com US
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"lancefreedlund@msn.com" <lancefreedlund@msn.com>

From: "lancefreedlund@msn.com" <lancefreedlund@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:04:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lance Freedlund lancefreedlund@msn.com AZ US
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"guthrielarason@verizon.net" <guthrielarason@verizon.net>

From: "guthrielarason@verizon.net" <guthrielarason@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:18:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Guthrie guthrielarason@verizon.net
US
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"Scorpiomj@comcast.net" <Scorpiomj@comcast.net>

From: "Scorpiomj@comcast.net" <Scorpiomj@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:13:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. I do not believe any tax dollars should be spent to support this
egregious Council. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping
assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are
ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity
that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has devastating
impacts to individual animals. There are far more broad and direct ways to support wildlife
conservation than encouraging trophy hunting. The U.S. is already importing thousands of
trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing
for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the
global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of
Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly
promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: •
Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic,
sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal
welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement
suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused
representation, and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from
the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international
wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting
and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the
Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these
concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margery Jennings Scorpiomj@comcast.net
MA US
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"joanba1958@gmail.com" <joanba1958@gmail.com>

From: "joanba1958@gmail.com" <joanba1958@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:43:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Joan Banda joanba1958@gmail.com US
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"lnett8184@gmail.com" <lnett8184@gmail.com>

From: "lnett8184@gmail.com" <lnett8184@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:29:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ernestine Elliott lnett8184@gmail.com US
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"magictravelgenie@gmail.com" <magictravelgenie@gmail.com>

From: "magictravelgenie@gmail.com" <magictravelgenie@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:21:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Karen Taatjes magictravelgenie@gmail.com US
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"jtrygges@hotmail.com" <jtrygges@hotmail.com>

From: "jtrygges@hotmail.com" <jtrygges@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:10:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jackie Tryggeseth jtrygges@hotmail.com WI US
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"vqrsierra@gmail.com" <vqrsierra@gmail.com>

From: "vqrsierra@gmail.com" <vqrsierra@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:02:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Veronica Sierra vqrsierra@gmail.com US
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"jennesin911@hotmail.com" <jennesin911@hotmail.com>

From: "jennesin911@hotmail.com" <jennesin911@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:42:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jenne Sindoni jennesin911@hotmail.com US
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"emily.bovee@gmail.com" <emily.bovee@gmail.com>

From: "emily.bovee@gmail.com" <emily.bovee@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:18:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Emily Bovee emily.bovee@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"douglasdyakon@gmail.com" <douglasdyakon@gmail.com>

From: "douglasdyakon@gmail.com" <douglasdyakon@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:06:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Douglas Dyakon douglasdyakon@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"booklioness@gmail.com" <booklioness@gmail.com>

From: "booklioness@gmail.com" <booklioness@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:06:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Erinn Carey booklioness@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"carmcas@cdw.com" <carmcas@cdw.com>

From: "carmcas@cdw.com" <carmcas@cdw.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:28:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, James Castelli carmcas@cdw.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"britmatany@gmail.com" <britmatany@gmail.com>

From: "britmatany@gmail.com" <britmatany@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:44:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Brittany Peters britmatany@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"popcomics@tampabay.rr.com" <popcomics@tampabay.rr.com>

From: "popcomics@tampabay.rr.com" <popcomics@tampabay.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:13:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Douglas Landau popcomics@tampabay.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"betsy.eppinger@loop.colum.edu" <betsy.eppinger@loop.colum.edu>

From: "betsy.eppinger@loop.colum.edu"
<betsy.eppinger@loop.colum.edu>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:14:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Betsy Eppinger betsy.eppinger@loop.colum.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mariettadavis@earthlink.net" <mariettadavis@earthlink.net>

From: "mariettadavis@earthlink.net" <mariettadavis@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:19:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Marietta Davis mariettadavis@earthlink.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dconner@prestonwoodcc.com" <dconner@prestonwoodcc.com>

From: "dconner@prestonwoodcc.com" <dconner@prestonwoodcc.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:22:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Denise Conner dconner@prestonwoodcc.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bluepegasus111@gmail.com" <bluepegasus111@gmail.com>

From: "bluepegasus111@gmail.com" <bluepegasus111@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:16:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, norma denson bluepegasus111@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"buxton1996@hotmail.com" <buxton1996@hotmail.com>

From: "buxton1996@hotmail.com" <buxton1996@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:54:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julie Buxton buxton1996@hotmail.com VA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"soonie1michelle@hotmail.com" <soonie1michelle@hotmail.com>

From: "soonie1michelle@hotmail.com" <soonie1michelle@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:22:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Robinson
soonie1michelle@hotmail.com US
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"kkatsrus@cox.net" <kkatsrus@cox.net>

From: "kkatsrus@cox.net" <kkatsrus@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:25:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Colleen Coleman kkatsrus@cox.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"juliann4321@hotmail.com" <juliann4321@hotmail.com>

From: "juliann4321@hotmail.com" <juliann4321@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:32:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Juliann Rogers juliann4321@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"donnaleebrannen@gmail.com" <donnaleebrannen@gmail.com>

From: "donnaleebrannen@gmail.com" <donnaleebrannen@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:41:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, donna lee brannen donnaleebrannen@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rkhatiwala@gmail.com" <rkhatiwala@gmail.com>

From: "rkhatiwala@gmail.com" <rkhatiwala@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:56:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, R Skronek rkhatiwala@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dianambulgarelli@gmail.com" <dianambulgarelli@gmail.com>

From: "dianambulgarelli@gmail.com" <dianambulgarelli@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:57:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
Below is the letter written by IFAW. I would like to say that if you think hunting animals is a way
to protect endangered species, you're a few sandwiches short of a picnic. Let's stop lying,
please. WE MUST PROHIBIT IMPORTS OF WILDLIFE TROPHIES INTO THE U.S. And now,
the letter, which is much more sophisticated: I am responding to the formation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8,
2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council
undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council
would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered,
or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife
populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing this
approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diana Bulgarelli dianambulgarelli@gmail.com
CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"connie@connietrittcpa.com" <connie@connietrittcpa.com>

From: "connie@connietrittcpa.com" <connie@connietrittcpa.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:12:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Connie Tritt connie@connietrittcpa.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"k@designinthelight.com" <k@designinthelight.com>

From: "k@designinthelight.com" <k@designinthelight.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:58:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kay Lambert k@designinthelight.com US
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Make changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tolarian@juno.com" <tolarian@juno.com>

From: "tolarian@juno.com" <tolarian@juno.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:05:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Make changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on 8 Nov. 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). My
sincere hope is that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating harm to individual animals. America is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade”. America accounts for 71% of the global imports
of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would need to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, and none by
animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms
industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate
the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation
processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and
CITES. I thank you for taking the time to address these concerns. I urge DOI to make these
adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Danny Dyche tolarian@juno.com OR US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"morganscraig@hotmail.com" <morganscraig@hotmail.com>

From: "morganscraig@hotmail.com" <morganscraig@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:57:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, morgan craig morganscraig@hotmail.com US
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"coralprescott@hotmail.com" <coralprescott@hotmail.com>

From: "coralprescott@hotmail.com" <coralprescott@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:56:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Christine Reeder coralprescott@hotmail.com US
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Stop trophy hunting once and for all

Lisa Wysocki <lisawysocki@optonline.net>

From: Lisa Wysocki <lisawysocki@optonline.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:12:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Stop trophy hunting once and for all

The public is against this cruel sport and cannot buy the logic that killing animals for fun and
entertainment actually helps the murdered animals. Please do not support any legislation that
promotes trophy hunting. Many thanks, Lisa Wysocki Greenwich, CT
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"rebecca@rebeccawhitehouse.com" <rebecca@rebeccawhitehouse.com>

From: "rebecca@rebeccawhitehouse.com"
<rebecca@rebeccawhitehouse.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:23:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Whitehouse
rebecca@rebeccawhitehouse.com US
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"christoffer66@gmail.com" <christoffer66@gmail.com>

From: "christoffer66@gmail.com" <christoffer66@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:00:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Courtney Christoffer christoffer66@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ealcoleman@gmail.com" <ealcoleman@gmail.com>

From: "ealcoleman@gmail.com" <ealcoleman@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:50:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Elizabeth Coleman ealcoleman@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"1merit@cfl.rr.com" <1merit@cfl.rr.com>

From: "1merit@cfl.rr.com" <1merit@cfl.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:27:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Geri Willett 1merit@cfl.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"becky.tobias@shalomaustin.org" <becky.tobias@shalomaustin.org>

From: "becky.tobias@shalomaustin.org"
<becky.tobias@shalomaustin.org>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:03:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Becky Bilokur-Tobias becky.tobias@shalomaustin.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"m.mcneill@vital-ns.com" <m.mcneill@vital-ns.com>

From: "m.mcneill@vital-ns.com" <m.mcneill@vital-ns.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:50:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, M'Lu McNeill m.mcneill@vital-ns.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lucky.1377.4@gmail.com" <lucky.1377.4@gmail.com>

From: "lucky.1377.4@gmail.com" <lucky.1377.4@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:03:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Yosian Martinez lucky.1377.4@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"donvergara@optonline.net" <donvergara@optonline.net>

From: "donvergara@optonline.net" <donvergara@optonline.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:06:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Don Vergara donvergara@optonline.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"blackwtr@blackwaterllc.com" <blackwtr@blackwaterllc.com>

From: "blackwtr@blackwaterllc.com" <blackwtr@blackwaterllc.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:48:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, J. W. F. Holliday blackwtr@blackwaterllc.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Vicle23@hotmail.com" <Vicle23@hotmail.com>

From: "Vicle23@hotmail.com" <Vicle23@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:22:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ani Smart Vicle23@hotmail.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jeanette.nevrin@impius.se" <jeanette.nevrin@impius.se>

From: "jeanette.nevrin@impius.se" <jeanette.nevrin@impius.se>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:10:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jeanette Nevrin jeanette.nevrin@impius.se AL SE
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lora-child@hotmail.com" <lora-child@hotmail.com>

From: "lora-child@hotmail.com" <lora-child@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:31:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lora Child lora-child@hotmail.com US
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"1964tina.m@gmail.com" <1964tina.m@gmail.com>

From: "1964tina.m@gmail.com" <1964tina.m@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:02:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: 1964tina.m@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Tina Michelakis 1964tina.m@gmail.com CA BE

"1964tina.m@gmail.com" <1964tina.m@gmail.com>

From: "1964tina.m@gmail.com" <1964tina.m@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:10:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: 1964tina.m@gmail.com



Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tina Michelakis 1964tina.m@gmail.com CA
BE
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"katharinebierman@gmail.com" <katharinebierman@gmail.com>

From: "katharinebierman@gmail.com" <katharinebierman@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:48:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Katharine Bierman-clinton katharinebierman@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ccook@josephtoyota.com" <ccook@josephtoyota.com>

From: "ccook@josephtoyota.com" <ccook@josephtoyota.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:34:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, CHARLOTTE COOK ccook@josephtoyota.com OH US
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"rebecca.wrock@gmail.com" <rebecca.wrock@gmail.com>

From: "rebecca.wrock@gmail.com" <rebecca.wrock@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:21:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Wrock rebecca.wrock@gmail.com
MI US
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"juliannec@capstonetitletx.com" <juliannec@capstonetitletx.com>

From: "juliannec@capstonetitletx.com" <juliannec@capstonetitletx.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:15:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Julianne Compere juliannec@capstonetitletx.com US
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"sriccardi@hwm-law.com" <sriccardi@hwm-law.com>

From: "sriccardi@hwm-law.com" <sriccardi@hwm-law.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:12:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Stacey Riccardi sriccardi@hwm-law.com US
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"di630@hotmail.com" <di630@hotmail.com>

From: "di630@hotmail.com" <di630@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:11:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Diane Hubbard di630@hotmail.com US
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"d61pesicka@msn.com" <d61pesicka@msn.com>

From: "d61pesicka@msn.com" <d61pesicka@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:27:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Dawn Pesicka d61pesicka@msn.com US
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"hede1975@hotmail.com" <hede1975@hotmail.com>

From: "hede1975@hotmail.com" <hede1975@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:05:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Heather Kaup hede1975@hotmail.com NO
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"qbyoung49@hotmail.com" <qbyoung49@hotmail.com>

From: "qbyoung49@hotmail.com" <qbyoung49@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:48:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Joanne Archdeacon qbyoung49@hotmail.com US
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"furballgirl5@hotmail.com" <furballgirl5@hotmail.com>

From: "furballgirl5@hotmail.com" <furballgirl5@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:54:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Bernadette Stahm furballgirl5@hotmail.com NY US
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"teristidham@gmail.com" <teristidham@gmail.com>

From: "teristidham@gmail.com" <teristidham@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:06:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Teri Stidham teristidham@gmail.com US
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"rocarey@alumni.nmu.edu" <rocarey@alumni.nmu.edu>

From: "rocarey@alumni.nmu.edu" <rocarey@alumni.nmu.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:26:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robin Carey rocarey@alumni.nmu.edu MI
US
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"astewart@cciws.com" <astewart@cciws.com>

From: "astewart@cciws.com" <astewart@cciws.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:54:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Hattie Avis Stewart astewart@cciws.com NC US
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"marskee@comcast.net" <marskee@comcast.net>

From: "marskee@comcast.net" <marskee@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:24:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Marilyn Mayer marskee@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"puffinluv1949@gmail.com" <puffinluv1949@gmail.com>

From: "puffinluv1949@gmail.com" <puffinluv1949@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:57:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Evelyn Harrison puffinluv1949@gmail.com US
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"rdavis@bluevalleyk12.org" <rdavis@bluevalleyk12.org>

From: "rdavis@bluevalleyk12.org" <rdavis@bluevalleyk12.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:41:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Rob Davis rdavis@bluevalleyk12.org US
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"a2sheds@hotmail.com" <a2sheds@hotmail.com>

From: "a2sheds@hotmail.com" <a2sheds@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:39:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Therese Laitinen a2sheds@hotmail.com US
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"ashleeg1013@gmail.com" <ashleeg1013@gmail.com>

From: "ashleeg1013@gmail.com" <ashleeg1013@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:07:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ashlee Gay ashleeg1013@gmail.com US
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"kpmcneill@hotmail.com" <kpmcneill@hotmail.com>

From: "kpmcneill@hotmail.com" <kpmcneill@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:39:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Karen McNeill kpmcneill@hotmail.com US
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"patricia.tehan@gmail.com" <patricia.tehan@gmail.com>

From: "patricia.tehan@gmail.com" <patricia.tehan@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:57:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Patricia Tehan patricia.tehan@gmail.com US
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"myr3@tc.edu" <myr3@tc.edu>

From: "myr3@tc.edu" <myr3@tc.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:49:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Marcia Ruiz myr3@tc.edu US
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"laclair003@hotmail.com" <laclair003@hotmail.com>

From: "laclair003@hotmail.com" <laclair003@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:32:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Gary Laclair laclair003@hotmail.com MI US
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"hopejmarshall@gmail.com" <hopejmarshall@gmail.com>

From: "hopejmarshall@gmail.com" <hopejmarshall@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:19:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Hope Marshall hopejmarshall@gmail.com US
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"patvazven@gmail.com" <patvazven@gmail.com>

From: "patvazven@gmail.com" <patvazven@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:33:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Patricia Vazquez patvazven@gmail.com MX
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"siberians@hotmail.com" <siberians@hotmail.com>

From: "siberians@hotmail.com" <siberians@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:07:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, William Weaver siberians@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"emilyanncr@gmail.com" <emilyanncr@gmail.com>

From: "emilyanncr@gmail.com" <emilyanncr@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:56:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Emily Croushore emilyanncr@gmail.com AZ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"skeiser2@bellsouth.net" <skeiser2@bellsouth.net>

From: "skeiser2@bellsouth.net" <skeiser2@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:50:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Robert Keiser skeiser2@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Matthewrosiere@gmail.com" <Matthewrosiere@gmail.com>

From: "Matthewrosiere@gmail.com" <Matthewrosiere@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:08:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Matthew Rosiere Matthewrosiere@gmail.com
AZ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jq.francis@ttu.edu" <jq.francis@ttu.edu>

From: "jq.francis@ttu.edu" <jq.francis@ttu.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:50:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, James Francis jq.francis@ttu.edu US
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"maggik3@sonic.net" <maggik3@sonic.net>

From: "maggik3@sonic.net" <maggik3@sonic.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:06:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Margaret Koren maggik3@sonic.net CA US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"murdock_ls@hotmail.com" <murdock_ls@hotmail.com>

From: "murdock_ls@hotmail.com" <murdock_ls@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:30:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lauren Murdock murdock_ls@hotmail.com
US
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"lynn.chels@gmail.com" <lynn.chels@gmail.com>

From: "lynn.chels@gmail.com" <lynn.chels@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:31:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Chelsea Kirtley lynn.chels@gmail.com US
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"sstark@sheriffleefl.org" <sstark@sheriffleefl.org>

From: "sstark@sheriffleefl.org" <sstark@sheriffleefl.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:48:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandy Stark sstark@sheriffleefl.org FL US
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"christian.drolett@gmail.com" <christian.drolett@gmail.com>

From: "christian.drolett@gmail.com" <christian.drolett@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:22:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Christian D Drolett christian.drolett@gmail.com US
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"barbaram@yogananda-srf.org" <barbaram@yogananda-srf.org>

From: "barbaram@yogananda-srf.org" <barbaram@yogananda-srf.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:00:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, barbara Murray barbaram@yogananda-
srf.org US
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"jlawaich@hotmail.com" <jlawaich@hotmail.com>

From: "jlawaich@hotmail.com" <jlawaich@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:17:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jodi Lawaich jlawaich@hotmail.com VT US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tanner_molly59@hotmail.com" <tanner_molly59@hotmail.com>

From: "tanner_molly59@hotmail.com" <tanner_molly59@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:49:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Rachel Imholte tanner_molly59@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ssouvall@hotmail.com" <ssouvall@hotmail.com>

From: "ssouvall@hotmail.com" <ssouvall@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephanie Souvall ssouvall@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dpearl@apr.com" <dpearl@apr.com>

From: "dpearl@apr.com" <dpearl@apr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:17:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Diane Pearl dpearl@apr.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"leeann.stiff@gmail.com" <leeann.stiff@gmail.com>

From: "leeann.stiff@gmail.com" <leeann.stiff@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:03:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lee Stiff leeann.stiff@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cbrunick@carolina.rr.com" <cbrunick@carolina.rr.com>

From: "cbrunick@carolina.rr.com" <cbrunick@carolina.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:37:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Cathy Brunick cbrunick@carolina.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rj@rjcooper.com" <rj@rjcooper.com>

From: "rj@rjcooper.com" <rj@rjcooper.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:56:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, RJ Cooper rj@rjcooper.com CA US
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"struan.mcardle@gmail.com" <struan.mcardle@gmail.com>

From: "struan.mcardle@gmail.com" <struan.mcardle@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:06:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, S. Mcardle struan.mcardle@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Jill.Hinrichs@gmail.com" <Jill.Hinrichs@gmail.com>

From: "Jill.Hinrichs@gmail.com" <Jill.Hinrichs@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:44:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Julia Hinrichs Jill.Hinrichs@gmail.com IL US
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"melr@hotrnd.com" <melr@hotrnd.com>

From: "melr@hotrnd.com" <melr@hotrnd.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:44:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Mel Rose melr@hotrnd.com US
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"jeffgoll@comcast.net" <jeffgoll@comcast.net>

From: "jeffgoll@comcast.net" <jeffgoll@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:57:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jeff Goll jeffgoll@comcast.net US
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"carey420@juno.com" <carey420@juno.com>

From: "carey420@juno.com" <carey420@juno.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:47:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sabrina Carey carey420@juno.com OR US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"patricia.gilbert@parks.ca.gov" <patricia.gilbert@parks.ca.gov>

From: "patricia.gilbert@parks.ca.gov" <patricia.gilbert@parks.ca.gov>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:45:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Pat Gilbert patricia.gilbert@parks.ca.gov US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sherylandlloyd@hotmail.com" <sherylandlloyd@hotmail.com>

From: "sherylandlloyd@hotmail.com" <sherylandlloyd@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:54:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sheryl Gledhill sherylandlloyd@hotmail.com
NZ
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"brokendown0124@hotmail.com" <brokendown0124@hotmail.com>

From: "brokendown0124@hotmail.com"
<brokendown0124@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:32:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rhonda Polston
brokendown0124@hotmail.com IN US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"alexmourlas@gmail.com" <alexmourlas@gmail.com>

From: "alexmourlas@gmail.com" <alexmourlas@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:34:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alexander Mourlas alexmourlas@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gwendolyncarver0@gmail.com" <gwendolyncarver0@gmail.com>

From: "gwendolyncarver0@gmail.com"
<gwendolyncarver0@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:29:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Gwendolyn Carver gwendolyncarver0@gmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"janrsteele@bellsouth.net" <janrsteele@bellsouth.net>

From: "janrsteele@bellsouth.net" <janrsteele@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:59:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jan Steele janrsteele@bellsouth.net FL US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"putze98@hotmail.com" <putze98@hotmail.com>

From: "putze98@hotmail.com" <putze98@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:23:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, michelle putze putze98@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ejeffrey2@nyc.rr.com" <ejeffrey2@nyc.rr.com>

From: "ejeffrey2@nyc.rr.com" <ejeffrey2@nyc.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:57:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Edith Jeffrey ejeffrey2@nyc.rr.com US
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"dodo195784@gmail.com" <dodo195784@gmail.com>

From: "dodo195784@gmail.com" <dodo195784@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:38:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: dodo195784@gmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dominique LANG dodo195784@gmail.com
FR
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ahofing@umich.edu" <ahofing@umich.edu>

From: "ahofing@umich.edu" <ahofing@umich.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:52:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Amy Hofing ahofing@umich.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"endzoos@icloud.com" <endzoos@icloud.com>

From: "endzoos@icloud.com" <endzoos@icloud.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:42:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail Gumbert endzoos@icloud.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"brianleecraig@gmail.com" <brianleecraig@gmail.com>

From: "brianleecraig@gmail.com" <brianleecraig@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:47:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Brian Craig brianleecraig@gmail.com TN US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"desiree@emflag.com" <desiree@emflag.com>

From: "desiree@emflag.com" <desiree@emflag.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:41:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Desiree Cortez desiree@emflag.com US
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"sueskv24@verizon.net" <sueskv24@verizon.net>

From: "sueskv24@verizon.net" <sueskv24@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:00:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Susan Skvarla sueskv24@verizon.net US
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"iconatt@charter.net" <iconatt@charter.net>

From: "iconatt@charter.net" <iconatt@charter.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:52:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Attanasio iconatt@charter.net US
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"danielphxx@hotmail.com" <danielphxx@hotmail.com>

From: "danielphxx@hotmail.com" <danielphxx@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:30:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Daniel Figueroa danielphxx@hotmail.com US
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"lilmouse1213@earthlink.net" <lilmouse1213@earthlink.net>

From: "lilmouse1213@earthlink.net" <lilmouse1213@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:01:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lisa Neste lilmouse1213@earthlink.net NC US
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"shane05@optonline.net" <shane05@optonline.net>

From: "shane05@optonline.net" <shane05@optonline.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:11:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sibby Pinto shane05@optonline.net US
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"pat.bereczki@gmail.com" <pat.bereczki@gmail.com>

From: "pat.bereczki@gmail.com" <pat.bereczki@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:11:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Pat Bereczki pat.bereczki@gmail.com US
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"dispatch@axicom.net" <dispatch@axicom.net>

From: "dispatch@axicom.net" <dispatch@axicom.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:54:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Melanie Vollbrecht dispatch@axicom.net US
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"clare.t.block@gmail.com" <clare.t.block@gmail.com>

From: "clare.t.block@gmail.com" <clare.t.block@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:59:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Clare Block clare.t.block@gmail.com US
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"estern@mi.rr.com" <estern@mi.rr.com>

From: "estern@mi.rr.com" <estern@mi.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:58:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ellen Stern estern@mi.rr.com MI US
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"reportssc@starrealestate.com" <reportssc@starrealestate.com>

From: "reportssc@starrealestate.com" <reportssc@starrealestate.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:32:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Elizabeth Parro reportssc@starrealestate.com US
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"pysankylady@comcast.net" <pysankylady@comcast.net>

From: "pysankylady@comcast.net" <pysankylady@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:50:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tina Klock pysankylady@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"setemadi@dpw.lacounty.gov" <setemadi@dpw.lacounty.gov>

From: "setemadi@dpw.lacounty.gov" <setemadi@dpw.lacounty.gov>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:31:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, S Se setemadi@dpw.lacounty.gov US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Sandycipiti@gmail.com" <Sandycipiti@gmail.com>

From: "Sandycipiti@gmail.com" <Sandycipiti@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:30:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sandra Cipiti Sandycipiti@gmail.com OH US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"danaknox@hotmail.com" <danaknox@hotmail.com>

From: "danaknox@hotmail.com" <danaknox@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:00:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dana Maxwell danaknox@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kmoore@abschools.org" <kmoore@abschools.org>

From: "kmoore@abschools.org" <kmoore@abschools.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:15:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, K Moore kmoore@abschools.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hansolo@siu.edu" <hansolo@siu.edu>

From: "hansolo@siu.edu" <hansolo@siu.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:56:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Richard Holland hansolo@siu.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"katie_miller20@hotmail.com" <katie_miller20@hotmail.com>

From: "katie_miller20@hotmail.com" <katie_miller20@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:18:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Katie Miller katie_miller20@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"georgefsteeves@gmail.com" <georgefsteeves@gmail.com>

From: "georgefsteeves@gmail.com" <georgefsteeves@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:24:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, George Steeves georgefsteeves@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"his.cookie.creature@gmail.com" <his.cookie.creature@gmail.com>

From: "his.cookie.creature@gmail.com"
<his.cookie.creature@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:08:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Karyn Baron-Monroe his.cookie.creature@gmail.com MA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"joann.stonebridge@lakegroupmedia.com"
<joann.stonebridge@lakegroupmedia.com>

From: "joann.stonebridge@lakegroupmedia.com"
<joann.stonebridge@lakegroupmedia.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:33:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Joann Stonebridge joann.stonebridge@lakegroupmedia.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"131madison@comcast.net" <131madison@comcast.net>

From: "131madison@comcast.net" <131madison@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:23:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Tom Swoboda 131madison@comcast.net IL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"glaauwe@gmail.com" <glaauwe@gmail.com>

From: "glaauwe@gmail.com" <glaauwe@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:58:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gretchen Laauwe glaauwe@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rebeccancarrier@gmail.com" <rebeccancarrier@gmail.com>

From: "rebeccancarrier@gmail.com" <rebeccancarrier@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:08:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Rebecca Carrier rebeccancarrier@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wfreida@wayne.k12.ny.us" <wfreida@wayne.k12.ny.us>

From: "wfreida@wayne.k12.ny.us" <wfreida@wayne.k12.ny.us>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:21:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Wendy Freida wfreida@wayne.k12.ny.us US
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"ldemetz@hotmail.com" <ldemetz@hotmail.com>

From: "ldemetz@hotmail.com" <ldemetz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:17:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, LISA DEMETSENAERE ldemetz@hotmail.com US
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"sanlyjoan25@gmail.com" <sanlyjoan25@gmail.com>

From: "sanlyjoan25@gmail.com" <sanlyjoan25@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:14:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sanly Pabon sanlyjoan25@gmail.com PR PR
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"brehscs@hotmail.com" <brehscs@hotmail.com>

From: "brehscs@hotmail.com" <brehscs@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:54:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lisa Brehm brehscs@hotmail.com LA US
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"Jimie.stangertz@hotmail.com" <Jimie.stangertz@hotmail.com>

From: "Jimie.stangertz@hotmail.com" <Jimie.stangertz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:25:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jimie Stangertz
Jimie.stangertz@hotmail.com SE
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"kturner@certusintl.com" <kturner@certusintl.com>

From: "kturner@certusintl.com" <kturner@certusintl.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:30:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kathleen Turner kturner@certusintl.com MO US
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"ekupka@wi.rr.com" <ekupka@wi.rr.com>

From: "ekupka@wi.rr.com" <ekupka@wi.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:47:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Edward Kupka ekupka@wi.rr.com US
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"yvette.rodriguez@sandals.com" <yvette.rodriguez@sandals.com>

From: "yvette.rodriguez@sandals.com"
<yvette.rodriguez@sandals.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:21:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Yvette Rodriguez yvette.rodriguez@sandals.com US
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"Lhardies@wdlarson.com" <Lhardies@wdlarson.com>

From: "Lhardies@wdlarson.com" <Lhardies@wdlarson.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:56:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, LAURIE Hardies Lhardies@wdlarson.com MN US
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"kathy.russell@sfcollege.edu" <kathy.russell@sfcollege.edu>

From: "kathy.russell@sfcollege.edu" <kathy.russell@sfcollege.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:39:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kathy Russell kathy.russell@sfcollege.edu FL US
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"ckartono@hotmail.com" <ckartono@hotmail.com>

From: "ckartono@hotmail.com" <ckartono@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:02:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Christina Kartono ckartono@hotmail.com MA US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cameo1382@gmail.con" <cameo1382@gmail.con>

From: "cameo1382@gmail.con" <cameo1382@gmail.con>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:30:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Leslie Hixson cameo1382@gmail.con TX US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ewertheim@bloomberg.net" <ewertheim@bloomberg.net>

From: "ewertheim@bloomberg.net" <ewertheim@bloomberg.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:30:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ellen Wertheim ewertheim@bloomberg.net US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Astrid Keup <astridkeup@mac.com>

From: Astrid Keup <astridkeup@mac.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:08:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Astrid Keup Loehrbachsgraben 5 Allendorf, ot 35469



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"akim@cisco.com" <akim@cisco.com>

From: "akim@cisco.com" <akim@cisco.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:30:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Anna Kim akim@cisco.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"meadowwolf@baymoon.com" <meadowwolf@baymoon.com>

From: "meadowwolf@baymoon.com" <meadowwolf@baymoon.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:26:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sherry Conable meadowwolf@baymoon.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kneubert@earthlink.net" <kneubert@earthlink.net>

From: "kneubert@earthlink.net" <kneubert@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:54:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Neubert kneubert@earthlink.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vickymatsui@hotmail.com" <vickymatsui@hotmail.com>

From: "vickymatsui@hotmail.com" <vickymatsui@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:31:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Vicky Matsui vickymatsui@hotmail.com WA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rcishere22@gmail.com" <rcishere22@gmail.com>

From: "rcishere22@gmail.com" <rcishere22@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:31:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Rachele Cappelli rcishere22@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nadiahaddad3@gmail.com" <nadiahaddad3@gmail.com>

From: "nadiahaddad3@gmail.com" <nadiahaddad3@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:07:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nadia Haddad nadiahaddad3@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"karin.darnell@gmail.com" <karin.darnell@gmail.com>

From: "karin.darnell@gmail.com" <karin.darnell@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:25:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Karin Darnell karin.darnell@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cie@ciesimurro.com" <cie@ciesimurro.com>

From: "cie@ciesimurro.com" <cie@ciesimurro.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:16:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, C. Simurro cie@ciesimurro.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Jundra@live.fr" <Jundra@live.fr>

From: "Jundra@live.fr" <Jundra@live.fr>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:15:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Gloria Crisci Jundra@live.fr IT
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"primusuks@mac.com" <primusuks@mac.com>

From: "primusuks@mac.com" <primusuks@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:12:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Russell Wagstaff primusuks@mac.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mfmanion3@gmail.com" <mfmanion3@gmail.com>

From: "mfmanion3@gmail.com" <mfmanion3@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:37:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Friend Animals mfmanion3@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lorrenratley@outlook.com" <lorrenratley@outlook.com>

From: "lorrenratley@outlook.com" <lorrenratley@outlook.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:05:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). This
council needs to undergo wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the
council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened,
endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve
wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in and
around their habitats. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals
threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of
Global Hunting Trade.” In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife
conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,
moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species
protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small
have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of
the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, and none by animal
welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has
no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s
current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes,
and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES.
Sincerely, Lorren Ratlely lorrenratley@outlook.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sclarkenterprises@gmail.com" <sclarkenterprises@gmail.com>

From: "sclarkenterprises@gmail.com" <sclarkenterprises@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:46:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Stephanie Clark sclarkenterprises@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ssilva@osc.state.ny.us" <ssilva@osc.state.ny.us>

From: "ssilva@osc.state.ny.us" <ssilva@osc.state.ny.us>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:23:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, shellie silva ssilva@osc.state.ny.us US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tgrainwater@gmail.com" <tgrainwater@gmail.com>

From: "tgrainwater@gmail.com" <tgrainwater@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:08:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Terry Rainwater tgrainwater@gmail.com OK US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nicying@gmail.com" <nicying@gmail.com>

From: "nicying@gmail.com" <nicying@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:33:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicole Loh nicying@gmail.com WI US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"luciandjd5@verizon.net" <luciandjd5@verizon.net>

From: "luciandjd5@verizon.net" <luciandjd5@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:49:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lucille Moll luciandjd5@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lsandy@plymouth.edu" <lsandy@plymouth.edu>

From: "lsandy@plymouth.edu" <lsandy@plymouth.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:59:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leo Sandy lsandy@plymouth.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"angelface--1@webtv.net" <angelface--1@webtv.net>

From: "angelface--1@webtv.net" <angelface--1@webtv.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:03:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Francine Traniello angelface--1@webtv.net MA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jtace20@gmail.com" <jtace20@gmail.com>

From: "jtace20@gmail.com" <jtace20@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:18:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jeremy Tacey jtace20@gmail.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"krmohning@hotmail.com" <krmohning@hotmail.com>

From: "krmohning@hotmail.com" <krmohning@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:29:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kathleen Mohning krmohning@hotmail.com US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lee Anne Arnold <lee.anne@comcast.net>

From: Lee Anne Arnold <lee.anne@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:08:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Lee Anne Arnold 4500 Post Road F63 Nashville, TN 37205
6153529962
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christine Norman <guardianangel70@verizon.net>

From: Christine Norman <guardianangel70@verizon.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:03:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Christine Norman 5390 Extravagant Ct Cocoa, FL 32926 3213139094



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"alicia.frederick@century21.com" <alicia.frederick@century21.com>

From: "alicia.frederick@century21.com"
<alicia.frederick@century21.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:49:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Alicia Frederick alicia.frederick@century21.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Jkathryn01@gmail.com" <Jkathryn01@gmail.com>

From: "Jkathryn01@gmail.com" <Jkathryn01@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:49:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jaime Rigdon Jkathryn01@gmail.com SC US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kayshee11@gmail.com" <kayshee11@gmail.com>

From: "kayshee11@gmail.com" <kayshee11@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:38:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Corrina Parker kayshee11@gmail.com AU
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vikramseetharaman@gmail.com" <vikramseetharaman@gmail.com>

From: "vikramseetharaman@gmail.com"
<vikramseetharaman@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:02:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect to
better serve the views and attitudes of the American public, address the issue of international
wildlife conservation, and reflect environmental and habitat realities on the ground. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation, and none by
animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms
industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate
the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation
processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and
CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these
adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Vikram Seetharaman vikramseetharaman@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sonnialtez@hotmail.com" <sonnialtez@hotmail.com>

From: "sonnialtez@hotmail.com" <sonnialtez@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:45:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sonnia Alfonso sonnialtez@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bayou6@netzero.net" <bayou6@netzero.net>

From: "bayou6@netzero.net" <bayou6@netzero.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:04:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Dyan Gibson bayou6@netzero.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"m-fowler1@hotmail.com" <m-fowler1@hotmail.com>

From: "m-fowler1@hotmail.com" <m-fowler1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:24:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Matt Fowler m-fowler1@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pwright@ccu.edu" <pwright@ccu.edu>

From: "pwright@ccu.edu" <pwright@ccu.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:16:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Priscilla Wright pwright@ccu.edu CO US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"devkoehn@gmail.com" <devkoehn@gmail.com>

From: "devkoehn@gmail.com" <devkoehn@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:06:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Denise Koehn devkoehn@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jcollier3718@gmail.com" <jcollier3718@gmail.com>

From: "jcollier3718@gmail.com" <jcollier3718@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:15:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jane Collier jcollier3718@gmail.com CO US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jennettek@fjmartin.com" <jennettek@fjmartin.com>

From: "jennettek@fjmartin.com" <jennettek@fjmartin.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:03:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, jennette kearse jennettek@fjmartin.com US
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Jo Nienhuis <jootjuh60@gmail.com>

From: Jo Nienhuis <jootjuh60@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:46:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Jo Nienhuis Zaaierstraat Enschede, ot 7545XD
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"danielle.serratore@mailmmg.com" <danielle.serratore@mailmmg.com>

From: "danielle.serratore@mailmmg.com"
<danielle.serratore@mailmmg.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:28:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, danielle serratore danielle.serratore@mailmmg.com NY US
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"lisasteiger@hotmail.com" <lisasteiger@hotmail.com>

From: "lisasteiger@hotmail.com" <lisasteiger@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:54:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, lisa steiger lisasteiger@hotmail.com TX US
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"skline57@verizon.net" <skline57@verizon.net>

From: "skline57@verizon.net" <skline57@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:45:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Steven Kline skline57@verizon.net US
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"jerome_roth@hotmail.com" <jerome_roth@hotmail.com>

From: "jerome_roth@hotmail.com" <jerome_roth@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:22:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jerome Roth jerome_roth@hotmail.com AZ
US
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"marathon26_2@msn.com" <marathon26_2@msn.com>

From: "marathon26_2@msn.com" <marathon26_2@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:46:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Mann marathon26_2@msn.com US
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"diplio@hotmail.com" <diplio@hotmail.com>

From: "diplio@hotmail.com" <diplio@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:01:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ian Murray diplio@hotmail.com US
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"amydickens2@gmail.com" <amydickens2@gmail.com>

From: "amydickens2@gmail.com" <amydickens2@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:48:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Amy Dickens amydickens2@gmail.com US
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"lunarmm@earthlink.net" <lunarmm@earthlink.net>

From: "lunarmm@earthlink.net" <lunarmm@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:18:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michelle Hughes lunarmm@earthlink.net US
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"maryjanebriggs2@gmail.com" <maryjanebriggs2@gmail.com>

From: "maryjanebriggs2@gmail.com" <maryjanebriggs2@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:13:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Mary Briggs maryjanebriggs2@gmail.com US
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"kpeters@astm.org" <kpeters@astm.org>

From: "kpeters@astm.org" <kpeters@astm.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:09:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kathleen Peters kpeters@astm.org US
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"smcquilken@gmail.com" <smcquilken@gmail.com>

From: "smcquilken@gmail.com" <smcquilken@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:03:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sean Mcquilken smcquilken@gmail.com SC US
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"Jocelyne.thibaudeau@neuf.fr" <Jocelyne.thibaudeau@neuf.fr>

From: "Jocelyne.thibaudeau@neuf.fr" <Jocelyne.thibaudeau@neuf.fr>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:19:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Thibaudeau Jocelyne Jocelyne.thibaudeau@neuf.fr FR
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jzoo@charter.net" <jzoo@charter.net>

From: "jzoo@charter.net" <jzoo@charter.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:49:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, lisa jefko jzoo@charter.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"daniela_v11@hotmail.com" <daniela_v11@hotmail.com>

From: "daniela_v11@hotmail.com" <daniela_v11@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:42:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Daniela Velasquez daniela_v11@hotmail.com NM US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"almiriam.montgomery@gmail.com" <almiriam.montgomery@gmail.com>

From: "almiriam.montgomery@gmail.com"
<almiriam.montgomery@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:25:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Almiriam Montgomery almiriam.montgomery@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"amraible@gmail.com" <amraible@gmail.com>

From: "amraible@gmail.com" <amraible@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:02:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Annette Raible amraible@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"thorntonj321@gmail.com" <thorntonj321@gmail.com>

From: "thorntonj321@gmail.com" <thorntonj321@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:36:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jennifer Thornton thorntonj321@gmail.com US
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"luvlytiger@msn.com" <luvlytiger@msn.com>

From: "luvlytiger@msn.com" <luvlytiger@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:56:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lita Hennessey luvlytiger@msn.com PA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"4purplewoman@gmail.com" <4purplewoman@gmail.com>

From: "4purplewoman@gmail.com" <4purplewoman@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:30:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kimberly Shaub 4purplewoman@gmail.com US
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"elexis.frank@gmail.com" <elexis.frank@gmail.com>

From: "elexis.frank@gmail.com" <elexis.frank@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:27:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Elexis Frank elexis.frank@gmail.com US
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"macdon180@gmail.com" <macdon180@gmail.com>

From: "macdon180@gmail.com" <macdon180@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:24:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Douglas Macdonald macdon180@gmail.com US
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"Rfreinecke@mac.com" <Rfreinecke@mac.com>

From: "Rfreinecke@mac.com" <Rfreinecke@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:10:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Raz Reinecke Rfreinecke@mac.com WY US
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"pegdusarg@kw.com" <pegdusarg@kw.com>

From: "pegdusarg@kw.com" <pegdusarg@kw.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:09:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Peggy Duke pegdusarg@kw.com US
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"saraheglenn@hotmail.com" <saraheglenn@hotmail.com>

From: "saraheglenn@hotmail.com" <saraheglenn@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:25:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sarah Glenn saraheglenn@hotmail.com US
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"ewigstolz@gmail.com" <ewigstolz@gmail.com>

From: "ewigstolz@gmail.com" <ewigstolz@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:24:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Justin Illing ewigstolz@gmail.com GA US
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"pkelly@scriptpro.com" <pkelly@scriptpro.com>

From: "pkelly@scriptpro.com" <pkelly@scriptpro.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:04:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Patrick Kelly pkelly@scriptpro.com US
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"errin606@hotmail.com" <errin606@hotmail.com>

From: "errin606@hotmail.com" <errin606@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:09:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, E Heyman errin606@hotmail.com US
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"k_puppy@hotmail.com" <k_puppy@hotmail.com>

From: "k_puppy@hotmail.com" <k_puppy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:07:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Krista Dana k_puppy@hotmail.com US
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"jab6886@gmail.com" <jab6886@gmail.com>

From: "jab6886@gmail.com" <jab6886@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:00:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jackie Bar jab6886@gmail.com MI US
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"laura.carla.dellanina@gmail.com" <laura.carla.dellanina@gmail.com>

From: "laura.carla.dellanina@gmail.com"
<laura.carla.dellanina@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:38:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Della Nina
laura.carla.dellanina@gmail.com US
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"ccooper2778@gmail.com" <ccooper2778@gmail.com>

From: "ccooper2778@gmail.com" <ccooper2778@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:08:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Courtney Cooper ccooper2778@gmail.com
CA US
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"kengibb@gmail.com" <kengibb@gmail.com>

From: "kengibb@gmail.com" <kengibb@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:45:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ken Gibb kengibb@gmail.com US
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"cattrack.tori@mac.com" <cattrack.tori@mac.com>

From: "cattrack.tori@mac.com" <cattrack.tori@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:12:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Tori Smith cattrack.tori@mac.com US
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"messmerj@lanepowell.com" <messmerj@lanepowell.com>

From: "messmerj@lanepowell.com" <messmerj@lanepowell.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:38:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Judie Messmer messmerj@lanepowell.com US
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"velaine.paryzek@law.stetson.edu" <velaine.paryzek@law.stetson.edu>

From: "velaine.paryzek@law.stetson.edu"
<velaine.paryzek@law.stetson.edu>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:06:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Velaine Paryzek velaine.paryzek@law.stetson.edu US
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"mmybands@earthlink.net" <mmybands@earthlink.net>

From: "mmybands@earthlink.net" <mmybands@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:22:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Martha Yoshida mmybands@earthlink.net
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"retnak2@hotmail.com" <retnak2@hotmail.com>

From: "retnak2@hotmail.com" <retnak2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:11:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Louis Kanter retnak2@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kclark@power-recovery.com" <kclark@power-recovery.com>

From: "kclark@power-recovery.com" <kclark@power-recovery.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:33:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Karen Clark kclark@power-recovery.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mgan06@hotmail.com" <mgan06@hotmail.com>

From: "mgan06@hotmail.com" <mgan06@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:00:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Marine Barseghian mgan06@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"toothlessinpa@hotmail.com" <toothlessinpa@hotmail.com>

From: "toothlessinpa@hotmail.com" <toothlessinpa@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:14:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lisa Allarde toothlessinpa@hotmail.com US
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"jambroise@epil.org" <jambroise@epil.org>

From: "jambroise@epil.org" <jambroise@epil.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:37:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jocelyne Ambroise jambroise@epil.org US
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"vegangiraffegirl@gmail.com" <vegangiraffegirl@gmail.com>

From: "vegangiraffegirl@gmail.com" <vegangiraffegirl@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:00:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Dale Drouin vegangiraffegirl@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tamabry@garnerelectric.comcastbiz.net"
<tamabry@garnerelectric.comcastbiz.net>

From: "tamabry@garnerelectric.comcastbiz.net"
<tamabry@garnerelectric.comcastbiz.net>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:02:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Toni Mabry tamabry@garnerelectric.comcastbiz.net GA US
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"ahinz61@outlook.com" <ahinz61@outlook.com>

From: "ahinz61@outlook.com" <ahinz61@outlook.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:00:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Andrew Hinz ahinz61@outlook.com MD US
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"mgmolloy@gmail.com" <mgmolloy@gmail.com>

From: "mgmolloy@gmail.com" <mgmolloy@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:27:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Mark Molloy mgmolloy@gmail.com US
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"pfelice18@optonline.net" <pfelice18@optonline.net>

From: "pfelice18@optonline.net" <pfelice18@optonline.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:17:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Patricia Felice pfelice18@optonline.net US
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"mspain7@hotmail.com" <mspain7@hotmail.com>

From: "mspain7@hotmail.com" <mspain7@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:27:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Madeline Spain mspain7@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cartercamden@live.com" <cartercamden@live.com>

From: "cartercamden@live.com" <cartercamden@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:51:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Carter Neal cartercamden@live.com TX US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"suestar_120@msn.com" <suestar_120@msn.com>

From: "suestar_120@msn.com" <suestar_120@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:11:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, sue schuemmer suestar_120@msn.com DE
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kbright@reverejournal.com" <kbright@reverejournal.com>

From: "kbright@reverejournal.com" <kbright@reverejournal.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:52:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kathleen Bright Procopio kbright@reverejournal.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jf.rhodes@icloud.com" <jf.rhodes@icloud.com>

From: "jf.rhodes@icloud.com" <jf.rhodes@icloud.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:50:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Judith Rhodes jf.rhodes@icloud.com US



Conversation Contents
THIS IS MADNESS!!! Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

"cynthia.combs-breidenbach@umb.com" <cynthia.combs-
breidenbach@umb.com>

From: "cynthia.combs-breidenbach@umb.com" <cynthia.combs-
breidenbach@umb.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:09:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: THIS IS MADNESS!!! Make key changes to the International
Wildlife Conservation Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
Give the ANIMALS the guns and turn the tables!!! I am responding to the formation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8,
2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council
undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be
a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or
otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve wildlife populations,
protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has devastating impacts to individual animals.
The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with
extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting
Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a
recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t support hunting endangered
species. In order to for this council to truly promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI
would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus
on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife
conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As
written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by
wildlife conservation focused representation, and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the
gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for
conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to
“streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek
“regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking
the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this
council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, cynthia combs-
breidenbach cynthia.combs-breidenbach@umb.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"saroo77@hotmail.com" <saroo77@hotmail.com>

From: "saroo77@hotmail.com" <saroo77@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:51:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, S M saroo77@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lattaruloc@hotmail.com" <lattaruloc@hotmail.com>

From: "lattaruloc@hotmail.com" <lattaruloc@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:59:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Carrie Lattarulo lattaruloc@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bjccsimper@gmail.com" <bjccsimper@gmail.com>

From: "bjccsimper@gmail.com" <bjccsimper@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:49:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Barbara Simper bjccsimper@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kfreemanrn@gmail.com" <kfreemanrn@gmail.com>

From: "kfreemanrn@gmail.com" <kfreemanrn@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:36:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Freeman kfreemanrn@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"williamson.416@osu.edu" <williamson.416@osu.edu>

From: "williamson.416@osu.edu" <williamson.416@osu.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:55:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
This "trophy hunting" bill is HORRIFIC. Have you no sense of moral decency at all? The
American people overwhelmingly want to protect tigers, elephants, giraffes, and other wildlife.
This bill caters to a very few "hunters" and needs to be stopped. Specifically, I am referring to
the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal
Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope
that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect. As proposed,
the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened,
endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly improve
wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By pursuing
this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting
inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a hobby
industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm than
good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by the
government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wen Williamson williamson.416@osu.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nighlarry@gmail.com" <nighlarry@gmail.com>

From: "nighlarry@gmail.com" <nighlarry@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:36:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Larry Nigh nighlarry@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rarieti@purdue.edu" <rarieti@purdue.edu>

From: "rarieti@purdue.edu" <rarieti@purdue.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:51:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ruthie Arieti rarieti@purdue.edu US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kathryn.burkhart@web.de" <kathryn.burkhart@web.de>

From: "kathryn.burkhart@web.de" <kathryn.burkhart@web.de>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:31:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kathryn Burkhart kathryn.burkhart@web.de PA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"faithc@ketent.com" <faithc@ketent.com>

From: "faithc@ketent.com" <faithc@ketent.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:45:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Faith Chandler faithc@ketent.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lpkiholm@hotmail.com" <lpkiholm@hotmail.com>

From: "lpkiholm@hotmail.com" <lpkiholm@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:04:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Laura Kiholm lpkiholm@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lydiamv@verizon.net" <lydiamv@verizon.net>

From: "lydiamv@verizon.net" <lydiamv@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:47:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, lydia villalobos lydiamv@verizon.net US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

silvana comacchio <comacchiosilvana@gmail.com>

From: silvana comacchio <comacchiosilvana@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:08:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, elefants silvana comacchio via verney 4 Carema to, ot 10010 3460827950



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"heather@helpforibs.com" <heather@helpforibs.com>

From: "heather@helpforibs.com" <heather@helpforibs.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:55:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Heather Van vorous heather@helpforibs.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sclaggett@uwf.edu" <sclaggett@uwf.edu>

From: "sclaggett@uwf.edu" <sclaggett@uwf.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:49:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Suzanne Claggett sclaggett@uwf.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"judy.chan812@gmail.com" <judy.chan812@gmail.com>

From: "judy.chan812@gmail.com" <judy.chan812@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:48:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Judy Chan judy.chan812@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"100monkeys@100typewriters.com" <100monkeys@100typewriters.com>

From: "100monkeys@100typewriters.com"
<100monkeys@100typewriters.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:43:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Douglas Frye 100monkeys@100typewriters.com WA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ginadorsett@comcast.net" <ginadorsett@comcast.net>

From: "ginadorsett@comcast.net" <ginadorsett@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:58:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Regina Dorsett ginadorsett@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jdunkley@arbiter.com" <jdunkley@arbiter.com>

From: "jdunkley@arbiter.com" <jdunkley@arbiter.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:41:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Julianne Dunkley jdunkley@arbiter.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hywelddarescue@gmail.com" <hywelddarescue@gmail.com>

From: "hywelddarescue@gmail.com" <hywelddarescue@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:37:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Susan Halesworth hywelddarescue@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jessica@binkagirl.com" <jessica@binkagirl.com>

From: "jessica@binkagirl.com" <jessica@binkagirl.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:53:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jess Odoski jessica@binkagirl.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rrambo@concordinc.com" <rrambo@concordinc.com>

From: "rrambo@concordinc.com" <rrambo@concordinc.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:23:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Reno Rambo rrambo@concordinc.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"karl@dwja.net" <karl@dwja.net>

From: "karl@dwja.net" <karl@dwja.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:31:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Karl Rhyne karl@dwja.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lmitchell@flahertylegal.com" <lmitchell@flahertylegal.com>

From: "lmitchell@flahertylegal.com" <lmitchell@flahertylegal.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:37:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lee Mitchell lmitchell@flahertylegal.com WV US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bsjoerdsma1960@kpnmail.nl" <bsjoerdsma1960@kpnmail.nl>

From: "bsjoerdsma1960@kpnmail.nl" <bsjoerdsma1960@kpnmail.nl>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:29:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Bartha Sjoerdsma bsjoerdsma1960@kpnmail.nl US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gailreiss@hotmail.com" <gailreiss@hotmail.com>

From: "gailreiss@hotmail.com" <gailreiss@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:47:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gail Reissen gailreiss@hotmail.com US
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"anitarinaldi@comcast.net" <anitarinaldi@comcast.net>

From: "anitarinaldi@comcast.net" <anitarinaldi@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:45:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anita Rinaldi anitarinaldi@comcast.net US
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"Cazaddab@gmail.com" <Cazaddab@gmail.com>

From: "Cazaddab@gmail.com" <Cazaddab@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:11:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: cazaddab@hotmail.com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carole Addaberkane Cazaddab@gmail.com
GB
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"daveohiodave@gmail.com" <daveohiodave@gmail.com>

From: "daveohiodave@gmail.com" <daveohiodave@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:49:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, David Sickles daveohiodave@gmail.com OH US
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"lbalharry@browardhealth.org" <lbalharry@browardhealth.org>

From: "lbalharry@browardhealth.org" <lbalharry@browardhealth.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:51:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lorena Balharry lbalharry@browardhealth.org US
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"caroline_ko@hotmail.com" <caroline_ko@hotmail.com>

From: "caroline_ko@hotmail.com" <caroline_ko@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:28:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Caroline Ko caroline_ko@hotmail.com US
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"nicki1524m@gmail.com" <nicki1524m@gmail.com>

From: "nicki1524m@gmail.com" <nicki1524m@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:31:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Nichole Melka nicki1524m@gmail.com IL US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"craig-officer@comcast.net" <craig-officer@comcast.net>

From: "craig-officer@comcast.net" <craig-officer@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:48:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Craig Officer craig-officer@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nmiller@vipstructures.com" <nmiller@vipstructures.com>

From: "nmiller@vipstructures.com" <nmiller@vipstructures.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:29:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Natalie Miller nmiller@vipstructures.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"miia.suuronen@gmail.com" <miia.suuronen@gmail.com>

From: "miia.suuronen@gmail.com" <miia.suuronen@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:38:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Miia Suuronen miia.suuronen@gmail.com FI
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"alinvillesr@twc.com" <alinvillesr@twc.com>

From: "alinvillesr@twc.com" <alinvillesr@twc.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:44:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Alan Linville Sr. alinvillesr@twc.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"evilkitty0@gmail.com" <evilkitty0@gmail.com>

From: "evilkitty0@gmail.com" <evilkitty0@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:09:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sidney Sisk evilkitty0@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kurth123@centurytel.net" <kurth123@centurytel.net>

From: "kurth123@centurytel.net" <kurth123@centurytel.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:37:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Becky Kurth kurth123@centurytel.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"karenschneiderlee@gmail.com" <karenschneiderlee@gmail.com>

From: "karenschneiderlee@gmail.com"
<karenschneiderlee@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:55:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Karen Lee karenschneiderlee@gmail.com
US
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"marisa.lubeck@gmail.com" <marisa.lubeck@gmail.com>

From: "marisa.lubeck@gmail.com" <marisa.lubeck@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:40:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Marisa Lubeck marisa.lubeck@gmail.com US
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"diane_weinstein@msn.com" <diane_weinstein@msn.com>

From: "diane_weinstein@msn.com" <diane_weinstein@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:08:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Diane Weinstein diane_weinstein@msn.com
WA US
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"julie.m.bann@gmail.com" <julie.m.bann@gmail.com>

From: "julie.m.bann@gmail.com" <julie.m.bann@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:38:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Please make key changes to the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Julie Bannister julie.m.bann@gmail.com MA US
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"stephenbohac56@gmail.com" <stephenbohac56@gmail.com>

From: "stephenbohac56@gmail.com" <stephenbohac56@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:37:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stephen Bohac stephenbohac56@gmail.com
US
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"brenda.mauk@comcast.net" <brenda.mauk@comcast.net>

From: "brenda.mauk@comcast.net" <brenda.mauk@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:47:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Brenda Mauk brenda.mauk@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"niclee82@gmail.com" <niclee82@gmail.com>

From: "niclee82@gmail.com" <niclee82@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:36:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nicholas Lee niclee82@gmail.com MI US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"karacallahan@comcast.net" <karacallahan@comcast.net>

From: "karacallahan@comcast.net" <karacallahan@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:33:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kara Callahan karacallahan@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"donsmith8888@gmail.com" <donsmith8888@gmail.com>

From: "donsmith8888@gmail.com" <donsmith8888@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:18:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Donald Smith donsmith8888@gmail.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"romeotango85@gmail.com" <romeotango85@gmail.com>

From: "romeotango85@gmail.com" <romeotango85@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:04:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Romeo Tango romeotango85@gmail.com IN US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"provost-draper@earthlink.net" <provost-draper@earthlink.net>

From: "provost-draper@earthlink.net" <provost-draper@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:15:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Clifford Provost provost-draper@earthlink.net NY US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kbparker@fortierinc.com" <kbparker@fortierinc.com>

From: "kbparker@fortierinc.com" <kbparker@fortierinc.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:04:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Brandon Parker kbparker@fortierinc.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kila@huxcomm.net" <kila@huxcomm.net>

From: "kila@huxcomm.net" <kila@huxcomm.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:36:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kila Wilcox kila@huxcomm.net US
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"medusa1959@hotmail.com" <medusa1959@hotmail.com>

From: "medusa1959@hotmail.com" <medusa1959@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:17:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lourdes Guzman medusa1959@hotmail.com US
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"ewjames1@comcast.net" <ewjames1@comcast.net>

From: "ewjames1@comcast.net" <ewjames1@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:35:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eric James ewjames1@comcast.net US
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"rrowlands@comcast.net" <rrowlands@comcast.net>

From: "rrowlands@comcast.net" <rrowlands@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:46:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Bob Rowlands rrowlands@comcast.net US
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"carole.vonallmen@centurylink.com" <carole.vonallmen@centurylink.com>

From: "carole.vonallmen@centurylink.com"
<carole.vonallmen@centurylink.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:45:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carole Von Allmen
carole.vonallmen@centurylink.com US
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"cissie@cummingsleasing.com" <cissie@cummingsleasing.com>

From: "cissie@cummingsleasing.com" <cissie@cummingsleasing.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:42:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Genevieve Mammino cissie@cummingsleasing.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"c_wargo@msn.com" <c_wargo@msn.com>

From: "c_wargo@msn.com" <c_wargo@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:21:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Cynthia Wargo c_wargo@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jthornton@umass.edu" <jthornton@umass.edu>

From: "jthornton@umass.edu" <jthornton@umass.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:54:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jennifer Thornton jthornton@umass.edu US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"robinbeckman101@hotmail.com" <robinbeckman101@hotmail.com>

From: "robinbeckman101@hotmail.com"
<robinbeckman101@hotmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:44:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robin Beckman
robinbeckman101@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sarak425@gmail.com" <sarak425@gmail.com>

From: "sarak425@gmail.com" <sarak425@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:48:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sara Knab sarak425@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"movingpictures2@msn.com" <movingpictures2@msn.com>

From: "movingpictures2@msn.com" <movingpictures2@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:59:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, greg sabin movingpictures2@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"joyce.ward@morganfoods.com" <joyce.ward@morganfoods.com>

From: "joyce.ward@morganfoods.com"
<joyce.ward@morganfoods.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:52:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Joyce Ward joyce.ward@morganfoods.com IN US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"audrey.kukwa@tri-c.edu" <audrey.kukwa@tri-c.edu>

From: "audrey.kukwa@tri-c.edu" <audrey.kukwa@tri-c.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:40:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Audrey Kukwa audrey.kukwa@tri-c.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"elenaraj@hotmail.com" <elenaraj@hotmail.com>

From: "elenaraj@hotmail.com" <elenaraj@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:51:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Elenara Joubert elenaraj@hotmail.com VT US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bickelhaupts@msn.com" <bickelhaupts@msn.com>

From: "bickelhaupts@msn.com" <bickelhaupts@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:50:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Paula Bickelhaupt bickelhaupts@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lorena.maher@gmail.com" <lorena.maher@gmail.com>

From: "lorena.maher@gmail.com" <lorena.maher@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:25:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lorena Maher lorena.maher@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"beyondthescenefan56@gmail.com" <beyondthescenefan56@gmail.com>

From: "beyondthescenefan56@gmail.com"
<beyondthescenefan56@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:35:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Stephanie marie Cruz beyondthescenefan56@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mattstrat57@hotmail.com" <mattstrat57@hotmail.com>

From: "mattstrat57@hotmail.com" <mattstrat57@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:51:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Matt Presby mattstrat57@hotmail.com KY US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cindi@asl-lawfirm.com" <cindi@asl-lawfirm.com>

From: "cindi@asl-lawfirm.com" <cindi@asl-lawfirm.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:22:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, CINDI FROLOVE cindi@asl-lawfirm.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"abrown@tarolli.com" <abrown@tarolli.com>

From: "abrown@tarolli.com" <abrown@tarolli.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:31:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041
DOI should: 1. Add more wildlife conservation and welfare experts to ensure a more balanced
council 2. Remove the ammo and gun lobby from the council 3. Ensure that species listed on
the ESA retain the protections that they need I am responding to the formation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the Federal Register on Nov. 8,
2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my sincere hope that this council
undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. In order to for this council to truly
promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: •
Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic,
sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal
welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement
suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused
representation, and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from
the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international
wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting
and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the
Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these
concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, anne brown abrown@tarolli.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"matthew871@hotmail.com" <matthew871@hotmail.com>

From: "matthew871@hotmail.com" <matthew871@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:20:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brenda Baker matthew871@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jonadine.randolph@vaisala.com" <jonadine.randolph@vaisala.com>

From: "jonadine.randolph@vaisala.com"
<jonadine.randolph@vaisala.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:49:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jonadine Randolph jonadine.randolph@vaisala.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pigswontfly1956@hotmail.com" <pigswontfly1956@hotmail.com>

From: "pigswontfly1956@hotmail.com" <pigswontfly1956@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:41:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Susan Rodriguez pigswontfly1956@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ladylidija@comcast.net" <ladylidija@comcast.net>

From: "ladylidija@comcast.net" <ladylidija@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:47:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lidija Etazo ladylidija@comcast.net US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

b verbeek <brigit.verbeek@telenet.be>

From: b verbeek <brigit.verbeek@telenet.be>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:08:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, m b verbeek schelpberg essen, ot 299484
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"luvic.slegers@gmail.com" <luvic.slegers@gmail.com>

From: "luvic.slegers@gmail.com" <luvic.slegers@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:19:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Luvic Slegers luvic.slegers@gmail.com BE
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rrupp@indiana.edu" <rrupp@indiana.edu>

From: "rrupp@indiana.edu" <rrupp@indiana.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:29:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Robin Rupp rrupp@indiana.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"infofarrell@gmail.com" <infofarrell@gmail.com>

From: "infofarrell@gmail.com" <infofarrell@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:29:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Adam Farrell infofarrell@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"stewell@pittstate.edu" <stewell@pittstate.edu>

From: "stewell@pittstate.edu" <stewell@pittstate.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:47:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Susan Tewell stewell@pittstate.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jwhayes@bresnan.net" <jwhayes@bresnan.net>

From: "jwhayes@bresnan.net" <jwhayes@bresnan.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:31:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Joan Hayes jwhayes@bresnan.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"foundvictorious@icloud.com" <foundvictorious@icloud.com>

From: "foundvictorious@icloud.com" <foundvictorious@icloud.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:07:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lauren Bas foundvictorious@icloud.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"johnson2143@comcast.net" <johnson2143@comcast.net>

From: "johnson2143@comcast.net" <johnson2143@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:44:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dawn Johnson johnson2143@comcast.net
PA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mel2357@msn.com" <mel2357@msn.com>

From: "mel2357@msn.com" <mel2357@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:43:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Mara Lopez mel2357@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mmmesler@windstream.net" <mmmesler@windstream.net>

From: "mmmesler@windstream.net" <mmmesler@windstream.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:25:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Marilyn Mesler mmmesler@windstream.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kristen.corrigan@townsquaremedia.com"
<kristen.corrigan@townsquaremedia.com>

From: "kristen.corrigan@townsquaremedia.com"
<kristen.corrigan@townsquaremedia.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:47:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kristen Corrigan kristen.corrigan@townsquaremedia.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fayely10@gmail.com" <fayely10@gmail.com>

From: "fayely10@gmail.com" <fayely10@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:38:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Karen Kalmenson fayely10@gmail.com US
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"catladyfr@hotmail.com" <catladyfr@hotmail.com>

From: "catladyfr@hotmail.com" <catladyfr@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:10:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Linda Jones catladyfr@hotmail.com MA US
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"gail.decker@donegalsd.org" <gail.decker@donegalsd.org>

From: "gail.decker@donegalsd.org" <gail.decker@donegalsd.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:34:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Gail Decker gail.decker@donegalsd.org US



Conversation Contents
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"joanne.filkins@uky.edu" <joanne.filkins@uky.edu>

From: "joanne.filkins@uky.edu" <joanne.filkins@uky.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:04:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Joanne Filkins joanne.filkins@uky.edu US
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"lsimson@mccsd.net" <lsimson@mccsd.net>

From: "lsimson@mccsd.net" <lsimson@mccsd.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:04:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lois Simson lsimson@mccsd.net US
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"mmurray26@comcast.net" <mmurray26@comcast.net>

From: "mmurray26@comcast.net" <mmurray26@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:00:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Monica Murray mmurray26@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"littlelulu1932@maine.rr.com" <littlelulu1932@maine.rr.com>

From: "littlelulu1932@maine.rr.com" <littlelulu1932@maine.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:38:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lucille Seymour littlelulu1932@maine.rr.com
MH US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"marcijohnson1972@gmail.com" <marcijohnson1972@gmail.com>

From: "marcijohnson1972@gmail.com"
<marcijohnson1972@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:40:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marcia Johnson
marcijohnson1972@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"helomatt@bol.combr" <helomatt@bol.combr>

From: "helomatt@bol.combr" <helomatt@bol.combr>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:03:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Heloisa Mattos helomatt@bol.combr NY US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"czycat2002@gmail.com" <czycat2002@gmail.com>

From: "czycat2002@gmail.com" <czycat2002@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:44:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Allison Benoit czycat2002@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wendy@wellstech.com" <wendy@wellstech.com>

From: "wendy@wellstech.com" <wendy@wellstech.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:00:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Wendy Wells wendy@wellstech.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"studonivic@gmail.com" <studonivic@gmail.com>

From: "studonivic@gmail.com" <studonivic@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:55:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Star Studonivic studonivic@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ballymote@ballymote.us" <ballymote@ballymote.us>

From: "ballymote@ballymote.us" <ballymote@ballymote.us>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:28:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Elisabeth Flannery ballymote@ballymote.us
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"le.cor.29@hotmail.com" <le.cor.29@hotmail.com>

From: "le.cor.29@hotmail.com" <le.cor.29@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:39:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sherard Wood le.cor.29@hotmail.com CA
US
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"mnroosen@gmail.com" <mnroosen@gmail.com>

From: "mnroosen@gmail.com" <mnroosen@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:54:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Roosen mnroosen@gmail.com US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Juliane Hunka <jule.hunka@freenet.de>

From: Juliane Hunka <jule.hunka@freenet.de>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:07:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Juliane Hunka Pfaffengasse 11 Nordhausen, AR 99734
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"danielphxx@gmail.com" <danielphxx@gmail.com>

From: "danielphxx@gmail.com" <danielphxx@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:43:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Daniel Figueroa danielphxx@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sophia@dreamingreen.org" <sophia@dreamingreen.org>

From: "sophia@dreamingreen.org" <sophia@dreamingreen.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:22:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sophie Silver sophia@dreamingreen.org US
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"suesel@verizon.net" <suesel@verizon.net>

From: "suesel@verizon.net" <suesel@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:37:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Susan Sellingsloh suesel@verizon.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"thfitzpatrick@gmail.com" <thfitzpatrick@gmail.com>

From: "thfitzpatrick@gmail.com" <thfitzpatrick@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:41:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Thomas Fitzpatrick thfitzpatrick@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"domingzl@hotmail.com" <domingzl@hotmail.com>

From: "domingzl@hotmail.com" <domingzl@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:42:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Buena Dominguez domingzl@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tbradford@bstonetech.com" <tbradford@bstonetech.com>

From: "tbradford@bstonetech.com" <tbradford@bstonetech.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:37:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Teresa Bradford tbradford@bstonetech.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"creelbrander@gmail.com" <creelbrander@gmail.com>

From: "creelbrander@gmail.com" <creelbrander@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:37:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Chris Brander creelbrander@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"antoniapowell@ca.rr.com" <antoniapowell@ca.rr.com>

From: "antoniapowell@ca.rr.com" <antoniapowell@ca.rr.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:25:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Antonia Powell antoniapowell@ca.rr.com US



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Leslie Miler <allanimals@att.net>

From: Leslie Miler <allanimals@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:07:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council.GIVE MY TAXPAYER DOLLARS
TO THE POOR IN THIS COUNTRY NOT RICH PEOPLE WHO WANT TO MAKE ANIMALS
EXTINCT. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this council and spend time and money
promoting the international travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been
proven that sport hunting does not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a
transparent attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science
or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the
species as a whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and
instead to promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. Leslie Miler 871 Spring Avenue
Northeast Grand Rapids, MI 49503 6164568079
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jessicasey@verizon.net" <jessicasey@verizon.net>

From: "jessicasey@verizon.net" <jessicasey@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:22:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tracy Burkard jessicasey@verizon.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"v.delvecchio@mediacombb.net" <v.delvecchio@mediacombb.net>

From: "v.delvecchio@mediacombb.net"
<v.delvecchio@mediacombb.net>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:32:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Valerie Del vecchio v.delvecchio@mediacombb.net IL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sumbaldwin@gmail.com" <sumbaldwin@gmail.com>

From: "sumbaldwin@gmail.com" <sumbaldwin@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:34:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Summerfield Baldwin sumbaldwin@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
400016386@fjuhsd.org

"400016386@fjuhsd.org" <400016386@fjuhsd.org>

From: "400016386@fjuhsd.org" <400016386@fjuhsd.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:33:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: 400016386@fjuhsd.org

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Hector Graciano 400016386@fjuhsd.org CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jamesdl796@gmail.com" <jamesdl796@gmail.com>

From: "jamesdl796@gmail.com" <jamesdl796@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:47:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, James Deleon jamesdl796@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"andrea.stein@edwardjones.com" <andrea.stein@edwardjones.com>

From: "andrea.stein@edwardjones.com"
<andrea.stein@edwardjones.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:29:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Andrea Stein andrea.stein@edwardjones.com MA US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hahall51@verizon.net" <hahall51@verizon.net>

From: "hahall51@verizon.net" <hahall51@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:09:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Holly Hall hahall51@verizon.net US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gary@wildlifecomputers.com" <gary@wildlifecomputers.com>

From: "gary@wildlifecomputers.com" <gary@wildlifecomputers.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:23:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Gary Albright gary@wildlifecomputers.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kimberly.scott@maryland.gov" <kimberly.scott@maryland.gov>

From: "kimberly.scott@maryland.gov" <kimberly.scott@maryland.gov>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:20:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, kim scott kimberly.scott@maryland.gov US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ljohay@comcast.net" <ljohay@comcast.net>

From: "ljohay@comcast.net" <ljohay@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:23:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Libby Haycock ljohay@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"johannalh@earthlink.net" <johannalh@earthlink.net>

From: "johannalh@earthlink.net" <johannalh@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:22:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Johanna Hart johannalh@earthlink.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"joanne_kilker@merck.com" <joanne_kilker@merck.com>

From: "joanne_kilker@merck.com" <joanne_kilker@merck.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:51:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Joanne Kilker joanne_kilker@merck.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pegala56@mindspring.com" <pegala56@mindspring.com>

From: "pegala56@mindspring.com" <pegala56@mindspring.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:08:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Margaret Marlow pegala56@mindspring.com
NJ US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

FREDERIQUE PETIT <frederique.petit1@free.fr>

From: FREDERIQUE PETIT <frederique.petit1@free.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:46:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs FREDERIQUE PETIT 19, rue sapeurs pompiers de Paris
VILLENEUVE SAINT GEORGES, ot 94190
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"davidphaze@me.com" <davidphaze@me.com>

From: "davidphaze@me.com" <davidphaze@me.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:06:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, David Haze davidphaze@me.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mstanley@unex.ucla.edu" <mstanley@unex.ucla.edu>

From: "mstanley@unex.ucla.edu" <mstanley@unex.ucla.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:55:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Mark Stanley mstanley@unex.ucla.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tbidwell@utk.edu" <tbidwell@utk.edu>

From: "tbidwell@utk.edu" <tbidwell@utk.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:20:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Troy Bidwell tbidwell@utk.edu TN US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"haley.lilly@ascentia.us" <haley.lilly@ascentia.us>

From: "haley.lilly@ascentia.us" <haley.lilly@ascentia.us>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:48:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Haley Lilly haley.lilly@ascentia.us CO US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"theresarockett@att.net" <theresarockett@att.net>

From: "theresarockett@att.net" <theresarockett@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:37:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Theresa Rockett theresarockett@att.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"seastin1812@gmail.com" <seastin1812@gmail.com>

From: "seastin1812@gmail.com" <seastin1812@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:20:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sarah Eastin seastin1812@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cdoll@carlislepa.org" <cdoll@carlislepa.org>

From: "cdoll@carlislepa.org" <cdoll@carlislepa.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:04:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, craig doll cdoll@carlislepa.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tamabry@garnerelectric.net" <tamabry@garnerelectric.net>

From: "tamabry@garnerelectric.net" <tamabry@garnerelectric.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:26:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Toni Mabry tamabry@garnerelectric.net GA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"trandazz@gmail.com" <trandazz@gmail.com>

From: "trandazz@gmail.com" <trandazz@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:16:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Tina Randazzo trandazz@gmail.com NY US
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"mail@dawnharvey.com" <mail@dawnharvey.com>

From: "mail@dawnharvey.com" <mail@dawnharvey.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:57:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Dawn Harvey mail@dawnharvey.com US
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"ddonofrio@snet.net" <ddonofrio@snet.net>

From: "ddonofrio@snet.net" <ddonofrio@snet.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:53:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Debbie Koundry ddonofrio@snet.net MA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kfdcteach@hotmail.com" <kfdcteach@hotmail.com>

From: "kfdcteach@hotmail.com" <kfdcteach@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:06:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kristin Coble kfdcteach@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"jhayden@dakpc.com" <jhayden@dakpc.com>

From: "jhayden@dakpc.com" <jhayden@dakpc.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:34:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Judy Hayden jhayden@dakpc.com US
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"sazablot@te.com" <sazablot@te.com>

From: "sazablot@te.com" <sazablot@te.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:18:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Stephen Zablotny sazablot@te.com US
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"midnight.baby@hotmail.com" <midnight.baby@hotmail.com>

From: "midnight.baby@hotmail.com" <midnight.baby@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:52:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ann Letourneau midnight.baby@hotmail.com US
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"voletta_chavis@hotmail.com" <voletta_chavis@hotmail.com>

From: "voletta_chavis@hotmail.com" <voletta_chavis@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:10:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Erin Chavis voletta_chavis@hotmail.com US
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"kelticgirl2@icloud.com" <kelticgirl2@icloud.com>

From: "kelticgirl2@icloud.com" <kelticgirl2@icloud.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:40:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Amy Kelley kelticgirl2@icloud.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"angelakohn@alice.de" <angelakohn@alice.de>

From: "angelakohn@alice.de" <angelakohn@alice.de>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:57:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Angela Kohn angelakohn@alice.de DE
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rickperry@optonline.net" <rickperry@optonline.net>

From: "rickperry@optonline.net" <rickperry@optonline.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:14:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, R Perry rickperry@optonline.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"conchfarms@hotmail.com" <conchfarms@hotmail.com>

From: "conchfarms@hotmail.com" <conchfarms@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:13:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Robert Parkinson conchfarms@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"barut0652@comcast.net" <barut0652@comcast.net>

From: "barut0652@comcast.net" <barut0652@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:05:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Barbara Rutigliano barut0652@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jill.feist@converse.edu" <jill.feist@converse.edu>

From: "jill.feist@converse.edu" <jill.feist@converse.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:17:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jill Feist jill.feist@converse.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nowakje@gmail.com" <nowakje@gmail.com>

From: "nowakje@gmail.com" <nowakje@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:10:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Joseph Nowak nowakje@gmail.com US
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"dharland@bellsouth.net" <dharland@bellsouth.net>

From: "dharland@bellsouth.net" <dharland@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:08:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donald Harland dharland@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"shanirwin71@gmail.com" <shanirwin71@gmail.com>

From: "shanirwin71@gmail.com" <shanirwin71@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:05:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Shannon Irwin shanirwin71@gmail.com US
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"betty_covington@umsl.edu" <betty_covington@umsl.edu>

From: "betty_covington@umsl.edu" <betty_covington@umsl.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:01:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Betty Covington betty_covington@umsl.edu US
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"phoward@productionstampinginc.com"
<phoward@productionstampinginc.com>

From: "phoward@productionstampinginc.com"
<phoward@productionstampinginc.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:22:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Patty Howard phoward@productionstampinginc.com US
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"sidneyb00@bellsouth.net" <sidneyb00@bellsouth.net>

From: "sidneyb00@bellsouth.net" <sidneyb00@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:39:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rebecca Holyfield sidneyb00@bellsouth.net
US
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"evelyne.deri@gmail.com" <evelyne.deri@gmail.com>

From: "evelyne.deri@gmail.com" <evelyne.deri@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:01:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Evelyne DOMPMARTIN-DERI evelyne.deri@gmail.com FR



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sandra.cristina@online.de" <sandra.cristina@online.de>

From: "sandra.cristina@online.de" <sandra.cristina@online.de>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:15:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, sandra klein sandra.cristina@online.de DE
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"motternj@etsu.edu" <motternj@etsu.edu>

From: "motternj@etsu.edu" <motternj@etsu.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:19:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jill Mottern motternj@etsu.edu TN US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bweinzveg@gmail.com" <bweinzveg@gmail.com>

From: "bweinzveg@gmail.com" <bweinzveg@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:38:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barry Weinzveg bweinzveg@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"echaback@hvc.rr.com" <echaback@hvc.rr.com>

From: "echaback@hvc.rr.com" <echaback@hvc.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:19:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Elaine Chaback echaback@hvc.rr.com NY US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

MAFALDA AGUILAR <aguilar.mafalda@gmail.com>

From: MAFALDA AGUILAR <aguilar.mafalda@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:06:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs MAFALDA AGUILAR Rua D. Pedro de Meneses 5000 VILA REAL, CA
5000 259-1082555
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sthompson@resonancetulsa.org" <sthompson@resonancetulsa.org>

From: "sthompson@resonancetulsa.org"
<sthompson@resonancetulsa.org>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:46:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Shirley Thompson sthompson@resonancetulsa.org US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"barborbohusova@gmail.com" <barborbohusova@gmail.com>

From: "barborbohusova@gmail.com" <barborbohusova@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:48:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Barbora Bohusova barborbohusova@gmail.com SK
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"elva@wtfm.com" <elva@wtfm.com>

From: "elva@wtfm.com" <elva@wtfm.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:26:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Elva Woodward elva@wtfm.com US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alberto Meotti <albertomeotti@gmail.com>

From: Alberto Meotti <albertomeotti@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:05:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Prof. Alberto Meotti Milano, Italy Prof. Alberto Meotti Viale Evaristo Stefini
Milano, ot 20125
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"slmcm57@gmail.com" <slmcm57@gmail.com>

From: "slmcm57@gmail.com" <slmcm57@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:23:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Susan McMullen slmcm57@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"helen_smith30@sky.com" <helen_smith30@sky.com>

From: "helen_smith30@sky.com" <helen_smith30@sky.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:05:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Helen Kalliope Smith helen_smith30@sky.com GB
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"alicia.c.laboy@gmail.com" <alicia.c.laboy@gmail.com>

From: "alicia.c.laboy@gmail.com" <alicia.c.laboy@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:44:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Alicia Ofalan alicia.c.laboy@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pollyhilleke@comcast.net" <pollyhilleke@comcast.net>

From: "pollyhilleke@comcast.net" <pollyhilleke@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:27:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Polly Hilleke pollyhilleke@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jkusterer@tx.rr.com" <jkusterer@tx.rr.com>

From: "jkusterer@tx.rr.com" <jkusterer@tx.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:09:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jacky Kusterer jkusterer@tx.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kelliejstarr@gmail.com" <kelliejstarr@gmail.com>

From: "kelliejstarr@gmail.com" <kelliejstarr@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:30:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kellie Starr kelliejstarr@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"subatomicfx@mac.com" <subatomicfx@mac.com>

From: "subatomicfx@mac.com" <subatomicfx@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:19:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Peter Schafer subatomicfx@mac.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"celine.villax@gmail.com" <celine.villax@gmail.com>

From: "celine.villax@gmail.com" <celine.villax@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:14:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Celine Villax celine.villax@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"paula.cooper@va.gov" <paula.cooper@va.gov>

From: "paula.cooper@va.gov" <paula.cooper@va.gov>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:48:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Paula Cooper paula.cooper@va.gov US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kinseymoench@gmail.com" <kinseymoench@gmail.com>

From: "kinseymoench@gmail.com" <kinseymoench@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:58:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kinsey Dickmann kinseymoench@gmail.com US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sudeshna Ghosh <itsmedewsmailbox@rediffmail.com>

From: Sudeshna Ghosh <itsmedewsmailbox@rediffmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:46:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Sudeshna Ghosh 3501 Jefferson Hwy Jefferson, LA 70121 +1 504-
831-9310
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"krstn.gnzlz@gmail.com" <krstn.gnzlz@gmail.com>

From: "krstn.gnzlz@gmail.com" <krstn.gnzlz@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:44:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, kristin gonzalez krstn.gnzlz@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"pbj813@gmail.com" <pbj813@gmail.com>

From: "pbj813@gmail.com" <pbj813@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:27:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, B. Waytz pbj813@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"davidfinch@hotmail.com" <davidfinch@hotmail.com>

From: "davidfinch@hotmail.com" <davidfinch@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:14:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, David Finch davidfinch@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"guusvanbolderen@hotmail.com" <guusvanbolderen@hotmail.com>

From: "guusvanbolderen@hotmail.com"
<guusvanbolderen@hotmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:42:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Nelleke Schuringa guusvanbolderen@hotmail.com NL
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jmathews@shc.edu" <jmathews@shc.edu>

From: "jmathews@shc.edu" <jmathews@shc.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:55:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Janie Mathews jmathews@shc.edu US
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"Mary5frances@gmail.com" <Mary5frances@gmail.com>

From: "Mary5frances@gmail.com" <Mary5frances@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:11:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mary DeCraemer Mary5frances@gmail.com
MI US
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"johnny2277@gmail.com" <johnny2277@gmail.com>

From: "johnny2277@gmail.com" <johnny2277@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:06:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, John Weston johnny2277@gmail.com US
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"alanna.cleland@gmail.com" <alanna.cleland@gmail.com>

From: "alanna.cleland@gmail.com" <alanna.cleland@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:21:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Alanna Dragomanovich alanna.cleland@gmail.com US
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"stbooks@comcast.net" <stbooks@comcast.net>

From: "stbooks@comcast.net" <stbooks@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:57:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Stephanie Thompson stbooks@comcast.net US
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"s386249@mvrht.net" <s386249@mvrht.net>

From: "s386249@mvrht.net" <s386249@mvrht.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:32:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melissa Emerson s386249@mvrht.net MA
US
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"4chiennuit@gmail.com" <4chiennuit@gmail.com>

From: "4chiennuit@gmail.com" <4chiennuit@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:38:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jean Hepner 4chiennuit@gmail.com US
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"dorindask@gmail.com" <dorindask@gmail.com>

From: "dorindask@gmail.com" <dorindask@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:52:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, dorinda kelley dorindask@gmail.com OR US
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"desilva@shaw.ca" <desilva@shaw.ca>

From: "desilva@shaw.ca" <desilva@shaw.ca>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:54:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Asoka De Silva desilva@shaw.ca CA



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"luwana.dyer@gmail.com" <luwana.dyer@gmail.com>

From: "luwana.dyer@gmail.com" <luwana.dyer@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:01:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, luwana dyer luwana.dyer@gmail.com US
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"cricabal@massmutual.com" <cricabal@massmutual.com>

From: "cricabal@massmutual.com" <cricabal@massmutual.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:23:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Carmen Ricabal cricabal@massmutual.com US
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"kolesnikkotya@gmail.com" <kolesnikkotya@gmail.com>

From: "kolesnikkotya@gmail.com" <kolesnikkotya@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:21:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, колесник лилия kolesnikkotya@gmail.com RU
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"njr63@hotmail.com" <njr63@hotmail.com>

From: "njr63@hotmail.com" <njr63@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:01:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jill Giencke njr63@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"trashwoman@hotmail.com" <trashwoman@hotmail.com>

From: "trashwoman@hotmail.com" <trashwoman@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:19:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Heather Cross trashwoman@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mschriber@smcni.org" <mschriber@smcni.org>

From: "mschriber@smcni.org" <mschriber@smcni.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:34:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, maureen schriber mschriber@smcni.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tbfave1@gmail.com" <tbfave1@gmail.com>

From: "tbfave1@gmail.com" <tbfave1@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:49:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Conrad Bazylewski tbfave1@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"raleshav@hotmail.com" <raleshav@hotmail.com>

From: "raleshav@hotmail.com" <raleshav@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:19:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Aleshav Vega raleshav@hotmail.com NJ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lynnspoden@hotmail.com" <lynnspoden@hotmail.com>

From: "lynnspoden@hotmail.com" <lynnspoden@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:14:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, lynn spoden lynnspoden@hotmail.com AZ
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mbrowning@apachenitro.com" <mbrowning@apachenitro.com>

From: "mbrowning@apachenitro.com" <mbrowning@apachenitro.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:19:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Marjorie Browning mbrowning@apachenitro.com AZ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tasha@sunridgefour.com" <tasha@sunridgefour.com>

From: "tasha@sunridgefour.com" <tasha@sunridgefour.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:14:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Tasha Kemp tasha@sunridgefour.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gwatling@endicott.edu" <gwatling@endicott.edu>

From: "gwatling@endicott.edu" <gwatling@endicott.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:26:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Gabrielle Watling gwatling@endicott.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sotrujillo@dmgov.org" <sotrujillo@dmgov.org>

From: "sotrujillo@dmgov.org" <sotrujillo@dmgov.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:09:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Steph Trujillo sotrujillo@dmgov.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"amanda.hellmuth@doane.edu" <amanda.hellmuth@doane.edu>

From: "amanda.hellmuth@doane.edu" <amanda.hellmuth@doane.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:01:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Amanda Hellmuth amanda.hellmuth@doane.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"SandySpadafora@comcast.net" <SandySpadafora@comcast.net>

From: "SandySpadafora@comcast.net"
<SandySpadafora@comcast.net>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:34:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sandy Spadafora
SandySpadafora@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dhmcewan45@comcast.net" <dhmcewan45@comcast.net>

From: "dhmcewan45@comcast.net" <dhmcewan45@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:34:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Diane McEwan dhmcewan45@comcast.net US



Conversation Contents
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"ashleeyhideko@gmail.com" <ashleeyhideko@gmail.com>

From: "ashleeyhideko@gmail.com" <ashleeyhideko@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:15:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ashley Wong ashleeyhideko@gmail.com US
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"billing@bethrishon.org" <billing@bethrishon.org>

From: "billing@bethrishon.org" <billing@bethrishon.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:17:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Nancy Wellington billing@bethrishon.org NJ US
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"giseladsr@gmail.com" <giseladsr@gmail.com>

From: "giseladsr@gmail.com" <giseladsr@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:01:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Gisela De san roman giseladsr@gmail.com US
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"georgia.w@mac.com" <georgia.w@mac.com>

From: "georgia.w@mac.com" <georgia.w@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:52:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Georgia Welch georgia.w@mac.com LA US
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"rhendershot@fuse.net" <rhendershot@fuse.net>

From: "rhendershot@fuse.net" <rhendershot@fuse.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:12:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kim Hendershot rhendershot@fuse.net US
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"laurascully45@gmail.com" <laurascully45@gmail.com>

From: "laurascully45@gmail.com" <laurascully45@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:05:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Scully laurascully45@gmail.com US
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"johnrapp@mac.com" <johnrapp@mac.com>

From: "johnrapp@mac.com" <johnrapp@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:03:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, John Rapp johnrapp@mac.com US
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"amlashinski@stcloudstate.edu" <amlashinski@stcloudstate.edu>

From: "amlashinski@stcloudstate.edu" <amlashinski@stcloudstate.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:03:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Lashinski amlashinski@stcloudstate.edu
MN US
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Janet Williams <williamsjt@truvista.net>

From: Janet Williams <williamsjt@truvista.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:03:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: conservation council

Mr. Winchell:

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s creation of the so-called International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council has nothing to do with conservation and everything to do with
promoting the horrendous practice of trophy hunting.  The science is clear that trophy hunting
undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be
wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this
deadly industry. 

--Janet Williams
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"anne@thedoanes.net" <anne@thedoanes.net>

From: "anne@thedoanes.net" <anne@thedoanes.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:33:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Anne Doane anne@thedoanes.net US
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"bvbbridesmaidgaby@hotmail.com" <bvbbridesmaidgaby@hotmail.com>

From: "bvbbridesmaidgaby@hotmail.com"
<bvbbridesmaidgaby@hotmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:23:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Gabriella Madriles
bvbbridesmaidgaby@hotmail.com US
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"apmunchkin@gmail.com" <apmunchkin@gmail.com>

From: "apmunchkin@gmail.com" <apmunchkin@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:29:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Allison Parker apmunchkin@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jen@termship.com" <jen@termship.com>

From: "jen@termship.com" <jen@termship.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:14:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jennifer Miller jen@termship.com MD US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"missie320@comcast.net" <missie320@comcast.net>

From: "missie320@comcast.net" <missie320@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:44:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Missie Eshbaugh missie320@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cosmo5578@hotmail.com" <cosmo5578@hotmail.com>

From: "cosmo5578@hotmail.com" <cosmo5578@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:15:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, J. Kramer cosmo5578@hotmail.com IL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mgonzalez@cbjlawfirm.com" <mgonzalez@cbjlawfirm.com>

From: "mgonzalez@cbjlawfirm.com" <mgonzalez@cbjlawfirm.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:38:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Mattie Gonzalez mgonzalez@cbjlawfirm.com US



Conversation Contents
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"rosielily1959@gmail.com" <rosielily1959@gmail.com>

From: "rosielily1959@gmail.com" <rosielily1959@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:31:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Margaret Murray rosielily1959@gmail.com US
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"dsalmane@stbarnabashealthsystem.com"
<dsalmane@stbarnabashealthsystem.com>

From: "dsalmane@stbarnabashealthsystem.com"
<dsalmane@stbarnabashealthsystem.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:04:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Donna Salmane dsalmane@stbarnabashealthsystem.com US
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"lise_vandal@hotmail.com" <lise_vandal@hotmail.com>

From: "lise_vandal@hotmail.com" <lise_vandal@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:18:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lise vandal lise_vandal@hotmail.com NY US
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"vivace1159@att.net" <vivace1159@att.net>

From: "vivace1159@att.net" <vivace1159@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:09:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Nilasena vivace1159@att.net US
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"shellykh50@gmail.com" <shellykh50@gmail.com>

From: "shellykh50@gmail.com" <shellykh50@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:02:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Shelly Heil shellykh50@gmail.com US
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"catslady3@verizon.net" <catslady3@verizon.net>

From: "catslady3@verizon.net" <catslady3@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:59:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Linda Jones catslady3@verizon.net AZ US
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"debbie12401@msn.com" <debbie12401@msn.com>

From: "debbie12401@msn.com" <debbie12401@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 12:04:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Deborah Vizvary debbie12401@msn.com NY US
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"louisef@peak.org" <louisef@peak.org>

From: "louisef@peak.org" <louisef@peak.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:39:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Louise Franklin louisef@peak.org US
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"burghartb@optonline.net" <burghartb@optonline.net>

From: "burghartb@optonline.net" <burghartb@optonline.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:59:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Barbara Haskell-Burghart burghartb@optonline.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cjnsync311@msn.com" <cjnsync311@msn.com>

From: "cjnsync311@msn.com" <cjnsync311@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:34:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, courtney stefano cjnsync311@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"terence.bernal@gmail.com" <terence.bernal@gmail.com>

From: "terence.bernal@gmail.com" <terence.bernal@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:01:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Terence Bernal terence.bernal@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"daparapar@bellsouth.net" <daparapar@bellsouth.net>

From: "daparapar@bellsouth.net" <daparapar@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:40:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Alejandra Parapar daparapar@bellsouth.net FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vivgraves@hotmail.com" <vivgraves@hotmail.com>

From: "vivgraves@hotmail.com" <vivgraves@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:12:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Vivienne Graves vivgraves@hotmail.com US
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"debbie.lotierzo@nfl.com" <debbie.lotierzo@nfl.com>

From: "debbie.lotierzo@nfl.com" <debbie.lotierzo@nfl.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:18:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Debbie Lotierzo debbie.lotierzo@nfl.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"melissa.allen@hotmail.com" <melissa.allen@hotmail.com>

From: "melissa.allen@hotmail.com" <melissa.allen@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:17:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Melissa Abreu melissa.allen@hotmail.com US
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"randyr@indra.com" <randyr@indra.com>

From: "randyr@indra.com" <randyr@indra.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:32:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Randy Rolen randyr@indra.com CO US
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"lfranklin619@att.net" <lfranklin619@att.net>

From: "lfranklin619@att.net" <lfranklin619@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:07:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lynn Franklin lfranklin619@att.net US
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"cslemoon72@icloud.com" <cslemoon72@icloud.com>

From: "cslemoon72@icloud.com" <cslemoon72@icloud.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:23:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Chandra Summitt cslemoon72@icloud.com US
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"carrie.a.swank.gkc2@statefarm.com"
<carrie.a.swank.gkc2@statefarm.com>

From: "carrie.a.swank.gkc2@statefarm.com"
<carrie.a.swank.gkc2@statefarm.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:01:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Carrie Swank carrie.a.swank.gkc2@statefarm.com US
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"sdavis@tipsntrends.com" <sdavis@tipsntrends.com>

From: "sdavis@tipsntrends.com" <sdavis@tipsntrends.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:08:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Stacy Adams sdavis@tipsntrends.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jwsmith158@gmail.com" <jwsmith158@gmail.com>

From: "jwsmith158@gmail.com" <jwsmith158@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:53:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jay Smith jwsmith158@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cmislove@gmail.com" <cmislove@gmail.com>

From: "cmislove@gmail.com" <cmislove@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:19:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Caroline Mislove cmislove@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"phamilton99@gmail.com" <phamilton99@gmail.com>

From: "phamilton99@gmail.com" <phamilton99@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:56:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Paula Hamilton phamilton99@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"djpolley@cps.edu" <djpolley@cps.edu>

From: "djpolley@cps.edu" <djpolley@cps.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:30:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Daniel Polley djpolley@cps.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"alvaromaza@bellsouth.net" <alvaromaza@bellsouth.net>

From: "alvaromaza@bellsouth.net" <alvaromaza@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:50:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Alvaro Maza alvaromaza@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"beckylwatson@gmail.com" <beckylwatson@gmail.com>

From: "beckylwatson@gmail.com" <beckylwatson@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:40:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Becky Watson beckylwatson@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kkeefe@twcny.rr.com" <kkeefe@twcny.rr.com>

From: "kkeefe@twcny.rr.com" <kkeefe@twcny.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:13:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kristen Keefe kkeefe@twcny.rr.com US
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"mgrant@robertsonmarketing.com" <mgrant@robertsonmarketing.com>

From: "mgrant@robertsonmarketing.com"
<mgrant@robertsonmarketing.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:47:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Melissa Grant mgrant@robertsonmarketing.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mm172@nyu.edu" <mm172@nyu.edu>

From: "mm172@nyu.edu" <mm172@nyu.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:33:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Mayelly Moreno mm172@nyu.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ninevah.brown@utah.edu" <ninevah.brown@utah.edu>

From: "ninevah.brown@utah.edu" <ninevah.brown@utah.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:19:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, leslie danielle brown
ninevah.brown@utah.edu US
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"ssdurazzz@att.net" <ssdurazzz@att.net>

From: "ssdurazzz@att.net" <ssdurazzz@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:39:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, sam durazzo ssdurazzz@att.net US
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"libby.sharpe@gmail.com" <libby.sharpe@gmail.com>

From: "libby.sharpe@gmail.com" <libby.sharpe@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:41:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Libby Sharpe libby.sharpe@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
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"judithbbusse@gmail.com" <judithbbusse@gmail.com>

From: "judithbbusse@gmail.com" <judithbbusse@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:08:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marie Ruggiero judithbbusse@gmail.com US
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"fcavoto@studio-tech.com" <fcavoto@studio-tech.com>

From: "fcavoto@studio-tech.com" <fcavoto@studio-tech.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:04:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Frank Cavoto fcavoto@studio-tech.com US



Conversation Contents
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"sueandaj@hotmail.com" <sueandaj@hotmail.com>

From: "sueandaj@hotmail.com" <sueandaj@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:04:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sue Williams sueandaj@hotmail.com US
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"jaimemartin1977@gmail.com" <jaimemartin1977@gmail.com>

From: "jaimemartin1977@gmail.com" <jaimemartin1977@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:46:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jaime Martin jaimemartin1977@gmail.com US
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"cclark865@msn.com" <cclark865@msn.com>

From: "cclark865@msn.com" <cclark865@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:08:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Cindy Clark cclark865@msn.com US
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"appalonius@netzero.net" <appalonius@netzero.net>

From: "appalonius@netzero.net" <appalonius@netzero.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:49:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kenneth Nahigian appalonius@netzero.net
US
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"sald@ald-law.com" <sald@ald-law.com>

From: "sald@ald-law.com" <sald@ald-law.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:27:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Steven Ald sald@ald-law.com US
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"tyler.wlcx@gmail.com" <tyler.wlcx@gmail.com>

From: "tyler.wlcx@gmail.com" <tyler.wlcx@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:33:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Tyler Wilcox tyler.wlcx@gmail.com US
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"kathyjk1@comcast.net" <kathyjk1@comcast.net>

From: "kathyjk1@comcast.net" <kathyjk1@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:21:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kathleen Keating kathyjk1@comcast.net US
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"charliebynar@bynar.com" <charliebynar@bynar.com>

From: "charliebynar@bynar.com" <charliebynar@bynar.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:57:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Charlotte Bynar charliebynar@bynar.com AZ US
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"biancamartina@web.de" <biancamartina@web.de>

From: "biancamartina@web.de" <biancamartina@web.de>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:28:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Martina Behla biancamartina@web.de DE
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"curdlestine@gmail.com" <curdlestine@gmail.com>

From: "curdlestine@gmail.com" <curdlestine@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:30:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Christine House curdlestine@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"renechavez08@comcast.net" <renechavez08@comcast.net>

From: "renechavez08@comcast.net" <renechavez08@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:06:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Rene Miera renechavez08@comcast.net NM US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ernwalt@comcast.net" <ernwalt@comcast.net>

From: "ernwalt@comcast.net" <ernwalt@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:12:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ernie Walters ernwalt@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Gatorgalobx@gmail.com" <Gatorgalobx@gmail.com>

From: "Gatorgalobx@gmail.com" <Gatorgalobx@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:07:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lori Lawson Gatorgalobx@gmail.com VA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"victoria_victoria432@hotmail.com" <victoria_victoria432@hotmail.com>

From: "victoria_victoria432@hotmail.com"
<victoria_victoria432@hotmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:35:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Victoria Madway victoria_victoria432@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"yeceniap13@gmail.com" <yeceniap13@gmail.com>

From: "yeceniap13@gmail.com" <yeceniap13@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:31:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Yecenia Perez yeceniap13@gmail.com US
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"tgamp24@gmail.com" <tgamp24@gmail.com>

From: "tgamp24@gmail.com" <tgamp24@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:49:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Timothy Gampel tgamp24@gmail.com US
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"mstncbt@gmail.com" <mstncbt@gmail.com>

From: "mstncbt@gmail.com" <mstncbt@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:17:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vicki Larsen mstncbt@gmail.com SE
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"lewandowski8@frontier.com" <lewandowski8@frontier.com>

From: "lewandowski8@frontier.com" <lewandowski8@frontier.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:16:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Mark Lewandowski
lewandowski8@frontier.com US
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"kristinbaker0@lycos.com" <kristinbaker0@lycos.com>

From: "kristinbaker0@lycos.com" <kristinbaker0@lycos.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:33:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kristin Baker kristinbaker0@lycos.com AZ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"zachbue@gmail.com" <zachbue@gmail.com>

From: "zachbue@gmail.com" <zachbue@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:14:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Zach Bue zachbue@gmail.com US
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"hippichick1963@gmail.com" <hippichick1963@gmail.com>

From: "hippichick1963@gmail.com" <hippichick1963@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:28:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Babette Puzey hippichick1963@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nancyward520@gmail.com" <nancyward520@gmail.com>

From: "nancyward520@gmail.com" <nancyward520@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:20:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nancy Ward nancyward520@gmail.com NY
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lalouve56@gmx.fr" <lalouve56@gmx.fr>

From: "lalouve56@gmx.fr" <lalouve56@gmx.fr>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:55:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Veronique BANDA lalouve56@gmx.fr FR
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Oupitou@earthlink.net" <Oupitou@earthlink.net>

From: "Oupitou@earthlink.net" <Oupitou@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:24:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Barbara Magin Oupitou@earthlink.net WY
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Densmorechuck@gmail.com" <Densmorechuck@gmail.com>

From: "Densmorechuck@gmail.com" <Densmorechuck@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:14:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Chuck Densmore
Densmorechuck@gmail.com MI US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tootriegel@hotmail.com" <tootriegel@hotmail.com>

From: "tootriegel@hotmail.com" <tootriegel@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 16:27:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, em riegel tootriegel@hotmail.com TX US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cgeorge@machindustrialgroup.com"
<cgeorge@machindustrialgroup.com>

From: "cgeorge@machindustrialgroup.com"
<cgeorge@machindustrialgroup.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:32:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Carla George cgeorge@machindustrialgroup.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mandalaman@live.com" <mandalaman@live.com>

From: "mandalaman@live.com" <mandalaman@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:08:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Stephen Kahne mandalaman@live.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lesliebradford@hotmail.com" <lesliebradford@hotmail.com>

From: "lesliebradford@hotmail.com" <lesliebradford@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:59:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Leslie Bradford lesliebradford@hotmail.com
US
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"cmastell@verizon.net" <cmastell@verizon.net>

From: "cmastell@verizon.net" <cmastell@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:17:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Cristina Mastellone cmastell@verizon.net NY US
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"ann.sikes@rolls-royce.com" <ann.sikes@rolls-royce.com>

From: "ann.sikes@rolls-royce.com" <ann.sikes@rolls-royce.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:35:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ann Sikes ann.sikes@rolls-royce.com MS US
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"ronwoolford@gmail.com" <ronwoolford@gmail.com>

From: "ronwoolford@gmail.com" <ronwoolford@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:54:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ronald Woolford ronwoolford@gmail.com US
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"tigerwade@hotmail.com" <tigerwade@hotmail.com>

From: "tigerwade@hotmail.com" <tigerwade@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:44:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wade Holdsworth tigerwade@hotmail.com
CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rmartin@sturgisps.org" <rmartin@sturgisps.org>

From: "rmartin@sturgisps.org" <rmartin@sturgisps.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:12:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Raymond Martin rmartin@sturgisps.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"paradise99@q.com" <paradise99@q.com>

From: "paradise99@q.com" <paradise99@q.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:44:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jim Altree paradise99@q.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lisacappiello@itpny.net" <lisacappiello@itpny.net>

From: "lisacappiello@itpny.net" <lisacappiello@itpny.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:51:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lisa Cappiello lisacappiello@itpny.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kaija@wearewatts.com" <kaija@wearewatts.com>

From: "kaija@wearewatts.com" <kaija@wearewatts.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:34:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kaija Jones kaija@wearewatts.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"indiacalle21@gmail.com" <indiacalle21@gmail.com>

From: "indiacalle21@gmail.com" <indiacalle21@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:47:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Elsie Rivera indiacalle21@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"viega113@bell.net" <viega113@bell.net>

From: "viega113@bell.net" <viega113@bell.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:48:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, natasha salgado viega113@bell.net MD CA
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kelliz@gmail.com" <kelliz@gmail.com>

From: "kelliz@gmail.com" <kelliz@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:02:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kelli Zusho kelliz@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dsanders@tanner.org" <dsanders@tanner.org>

From: "dsanders@tanner.org" <dsanders@tanner.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:42:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Deborah Sanders dsanders@tanner.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dsnow@nwresd.k12.or.us" <dsnow@nwresd.k12.or.us>

From: "dsnow@nwresd.k12.or.us" <dsnow@nwresd.k12.or.us>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:30:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Diana Snow dsnow@nwresd.k12.or.us US
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"larry.witzigreuter@gmail.com" <larry.witzigreuter@gmail.com>

From: "larry.witzigreuter@gmail.com" <larry.witzigreuter@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:46:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Larry Witzigreuter larry.witzigreuter@gmail.com US
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"mvaillancourt@winthrop.com" <mvaillancourt@winthrop.com>

From: "mvaillancourt@winthrop.com" <mvaillancourt@winthrop.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:51:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michele Vaillancourt
mvaillancourt@winthrop.com US
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"almallory5@gmail.com" <almallory5@gmail.com>

From: "almallory5@gmail.com" <almallory5@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:52:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ariel Mallory almallory5@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jean.meissner@gmail.com" <jean.meissner@gmail.com>

From: "jean.meissner@gmail.com" <jean.meissner@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:43:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jean Meissner jean.meissner@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"penelope5150@gmail.com" <penelope5150@gmail.com>

From: "penelope5150@gmail.com" <penelope5150@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:39:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Penelope Sullivan penelope5150@gmail.com US
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"lisaloucks@bellsouth.net" <lisaloucks@bellsouth.net>

From: "lisaloucks@bellsouth.net" <lisaloucks@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:01:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, LISA LOUCKS lisaloucks@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"melj2389@hotmail.com" <melj2389@hotmail.com>

From: "melj2389@hotmail.com" <melj2389@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:42:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Melissa Jurkowski melj2389@hotmail.com US
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"johnschaeffer55@gmail.com" <johnschaeffer55@gmail.com>

From: "johnschaeffer55@gmail.com" <johnschaeffer55@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:25:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jonathan Schaeffer
johnschaeffer55@gmail.com IL US
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"msmiljanic@zieglercooper.com" <msmiljanic@zieglercooper.com>

From: "msmiljanic@zieglercooper.com"
<msmiljanic@zieglercooper.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:59:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, melinda smiljanic msmiljanic@zieglercooper.com US
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"foxxy182@hotmail.com" <foxxy182@hotmail.com>

From: "foxxy182@hotmail.com" <foxxy182@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:55:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kim Fox foxxy182@hotmail.com US
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"chrisesplace@verizon.net" <chrisesplace@verizon.net>

From: "chrisesplace@verizon.net" <chrisesplace@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:58:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lechner Lechner chrisesplace@verizon.net US
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"steve.putrich@illinois.gov" <steve.putrich@illinois.gov>

From: "steve.putrich@illinois.gov" <steve.putrich@illinois.gov>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:25:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, steve putrich steve.putrich@illinois.gov US
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"s_dykhuis@live.com" <s_dykhuis@live.com>

From: "s_dykhuis@live.com" <s_dykhuis@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:13:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Shirley Dykhuis s_dykhuis@live.com US
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"k.a.vaughn@hotmail.com" <k.a.vaughn@hotmail.com>

From: "k.a.vaughn@hotmail.com" <k.a.vaughn@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:14:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kim Vaughn k.a.vaughn@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nbarraclough@shieldsports.com" <nbarraclough@shieldsports.com>

From: "nbarraclough@shieldsports.com"
<nbarraclough@shieldsports.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:54:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Nicki Barraclough nbarraclough@shieldsports.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"aurelieverhaegen8@hotmail.com" <aurelieverhaegen8@hotmail.com>

From: "aurelieverhaegen8@hotmail.com"
<aurelieverhaegen8@hotmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:11:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, aurelie verhaegen aurelieverhaegen8@hotmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kathy_digiorgio@hotmail.com" <kathy_digiorgio@hotmail.com>

From: "kathy_digiorgio@hotmail.com" <kathy_digiorgio@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:33:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kathryn DiGiorgio kathy_digiorgio@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kjmcadam1@gmail.com" <kjmcadam1@gmail.com>

From: "kjmcadam1@gmail.com" <kjmcadam1@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:49:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in In fact, the U.S. accounts for
71% of the global imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that
87% of Americans don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly
promote international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: •
Revise the council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic,
sustainable approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal
welfare groups both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement
suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused
representation, and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from
the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international
wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting
and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the
Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these
concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kyle McAdam kjmcadam1@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"phendersonpr@hotmail.com" <phendersonpr@hotmail.com>

From: "phendersonpr@hotmail.com" <phendersonpr@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:42:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Paula Henderson phendersonpr@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"parodriguezc@gmail.com" <parodriguezc@gmail.com>

From: "parodriguezc@gmail.com" <parodriguezc@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:32:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Pedro Rodriguez parodriguezc@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mhammond106@gmail.com" <mhammond106@gmail.com>

From: "mhammond106@gmail.com" <mhammond106@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:30:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Monica Hammond mhammond106@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vfkingins@hfcc.edu" <vfkingins@hfcc.edu>

From: "vfkingins@hfcc.edu" <vfkingins@hfcc.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:33:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Valerie Kingins vfkingins@hfcc.edu US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michael Balitsaris-Fortier <michael@potisinternational.org>

From: Michael Balitsaris-Fortier <michael@potisinternational.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:44:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Michael Balitsaris-Fortier 5501 Potomac Avenue, NW Washington, DC
20016
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"suet@newnorth.net" <suet@newnorth.net>

From: "suet@newnorth.net" <suet@newnorth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:02:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sue Tom suet@newnorth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sunny1258@msn.com" <sunny1258@msn.com>

From: "sunny1258@msn.com" <sunny1258@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:06:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Joyce Olsen sunny1258@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jb.wski@gmail.com" <jb.wski@gmail.com>

From: "jb.wski@gmail.com" <jb.wski@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:54:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jim Baxa jb.wski@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"linxx771@umn.edu" <linxx771@umn.edu>

From: "linxx771@umn.edu" <linxx771@umn.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:43:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Winnie Lin linxx771@umn.edu MN US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"suzyb54@hotmail.com" <suzyb54@hotmail.com>

From: "suzyb54@hotmail.com" <suzyb54@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:50:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Suzanne Beauregard suzyb54@hotmail.com
US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jan_duran@hotmail.com" <jan_duran@hotmail.com>

From: "jan_duran@hotmail.com" <jan_duran@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:50:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Janet Duran jan_duran@hotmail.com NY US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mangua.mrs63@gmail.com" <mangua.mrs63@gmail.com>

From: "mangua.mrs63@gmail.com" <mangua.mrs63@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:05:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Marian Scena mangua.mrs63@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"emcclure@rolley.com" <emcclure@rolley.com>

From: "emcclure@rolley.com" <emcclure@rolley.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:22:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Eric McClure emcclure@rolley.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cooljen@msn.com" <cooljen@msn.com>

From: "cooljen@msn.com" <cooljen@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:07:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jennifer Walters cooljen@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"marym@ugl.com" <marym@ugl.com>

From: "marym@ugl.com" <marym@ugl.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:32:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Mary Mallas marym@ugl.com US
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"ginnyg@townofbreckenridge.com" <ginnyg@townofbreckenridge.com>

From: "ginnyg@townofbreckenridge.com"
<ginnyg@townofbreckenridge.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:21:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ginny Griffin ginnyg@townofbreckenridge.com US
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"colleenc5556@gmail.com" <colleenc5556@gmail.com>

From: "colleenc5556@gmail.com" <colleenc5556@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:10:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Colleen Cosgrove colleenc5556@gmail.com US
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"jenniferd@specorp.com" <jenniferd@specorp.com>

From: "jenniferd@specorp.com" <jenniferd@specorp.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:47:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jennifer Deharte jenniferd@specorp.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sherryko@ameritech.net" <sherryko@ameritech.net>

From: "sherryko@ameritech.net" <sherryko@ameritech.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:42:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sharon Koe sherryko@ameritech.net IL US
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"wendyjhill27@bigpond.com" <wendyjhill27@bigpond.com>

From: "wendyjhill27@bigpond.com" <wendyjhill27@bigpond.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:26:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, wendy bailey - hill
wendyjhill27@bigpond.com AU
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"Comeon620@gmail.com" <Comeon620@gmail.com>

From: "Comeon620@gmail.com" <Comeon620@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:32:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Pat W Comeon620@gmail.com WI US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"abradley@lakesidebank.com" <abradley@lakesidebank.com>

From: "abradley@lakesidebank.com" <abradley@lakesidebank.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:11:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Al Bradley abradley@lakesidebank.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lindseymcrist@gmail.com" <lindseymcrist@gmail.com>

From: "lindseymcrist@gmail.com" <lindseymcrist@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:45:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lindsey Crist lindseymcrist@gmail.com US
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"nespass@frontiernet.net" <nespass@frontiernet.net>

From: "nespass@frontiernet.net" <nespass@frontiernet.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:37:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Virginia Hildebrand nespass@frontiernet.net
PA US
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"luanne.myburgh@gmail.com" <luanne.myburgh@gmail.com>

From: "luanne.myburgh@gmail.com" <luanne.myburgh@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:19:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Luanne Myburgh luanne.myburgh@gmail.com ZA
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"nives.corradi@municipio.re.it" <nives.corradi@municipio.re.it>

From: "nives.corradi@municipio.re.it" <nives.corradi@municipio.re.it>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:23:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Nives Corradi nives.corradi@municipio.re.it IT
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"give2live2@gmail.com" <give2live2@gmail.com>

From: "give2live2@gmail.com" <give2live2@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:42:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Dawn LaMarca give2live2@gmail.com US
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"epash@diamondpharmacy.com" <epash@diamondpharmacy.com>

From: "epash@diamondpharmacy.com"
<epash@diamondpharmacy.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:24:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, eric pash epash@diamondpharmacy.com US
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"smarchisello@hotmail.com" <smarchisello@hotmail.com>

From: "smarchisello@hotmail.com" <smarchisello@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:21:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sharon Marchisello smarchisello@hotmail.com US
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"erinlynnshevlin@hotmail.com" <erinlynnshevlin@hotmail.com>

From: "erinlynnshevlin@hotmail.com" <erinlynnshevlin@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:20:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, erin Shevlin erinlynnshevlin@hotmail.com US
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"doghaven@harlannet.com" <doghaven@harlannet.com>

From: "doghaven@harlannet.com" <doghaven@harlannet.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:26:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vickey Baker doghaven@harlannet.com IA
US
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"donnahill4242@gmail.com" <donnahill4242@gmail.com>

From: "donnahill4242@gmail.com" <donnahill4242@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:20:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Donna Hill donnahill4242@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sguillen@stfrancis-vista.org" <sguillen@stfrancis-vista.org>

From: "sguillen@stfrancis-vista.org" <sguillen@stfrancis-vista.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:41:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Stacy Guillen sguillen@stfrancis-vista.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sford@thompsonisland.org" <sford@thompsonisland.org>

From: "sford@thompsonisland.org" <sford@thompsonisland.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:18:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, shalese ford sford@thompsonisland.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wildervillestore@gmail.com" <wildervillestore@gmail.com>

From: "wildervillestore@gmail.com" <wildervillestore@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:20:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Laura Avants wildervillestore@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dsink@clofinedairy.com" <dsink@clofinedairy.com>

From: "dsink@clofinedairy.com" <dsink@clofinedairy.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:14:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Dawn Sink dsink@clofinedairy.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"stairmaster123@hotmail.com" <stairmaster123@hotmail.com>

From: "stairmaster123@hotmail.com" <stairmaster123@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:36:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Barbara Walklate stairmaster123@hotmail.com FL GB
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nicomcafee@gmail.com" <nicomcafee@gmail.com>

From: "nicomcafee@gmail.com" <nicomcafee@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:14:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Nico Mcafee nicomcafee@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"traci.enholm@hyde-ec.com" <traci.enholm@hyde-ec.com>

From: "traci.enholm@hyde-ec.com" <traci.enholm@hyde-ec.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:00:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Traci Enholm traci.enholm@hyde-ec.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"travis.king@lafpp.com" <travis.king@lafpp.com>

From: "travis.king@lafpp.com" <travis.king@lafpp.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:34:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Travis King travis.king@lafpp.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"michelleneeson2@btinternet.com" <michelleneeson2@btinternet.com>

From: "michelleneeson2@btinternet.com"
<michelleneeson2@btinternet.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:14:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Michelle NEESON michelleneeson2@btinternet.com GB
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ponyrae@gmail.com" <ponyrae@gmail.com>

From: "ponyrae@gmail.com" <ponyrae@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:29:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Mona Marshall ponyrae@gmail.com SC US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"shaktima6@gmail.com" <shaktima6@gmail.com>

From: "shaktima6@gmail.com" <shaktima6@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 11:02:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kalika Stern shaktima6@gmail.com NY US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jalibran@us.ibm.com" <jalibran@us.ibm.com>

From: "jalibran@us.ibm.com" <jalibran@us.ibm.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:09:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jill Alibrandi jalibran@us.ibm.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mlcampbell@ostremtool.com" <mlcampbell@ostremtool.com>

From: "mlcampbell@ostremtool.com" <mlcampbell@ostremtool.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:19:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, mary campbell mlcampbell@ostremtool.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jessicaltong@gmail.com" <jessicaltong@gmail.com>

From: "jessicaltong@gmail.com" <jessicaltong@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:50:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jessica Tong jessicaltong@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ebm333@comcast.net" <ebm333@comcast.net>

From: "ebm333@comcast.net" <ebm333@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:08:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Elizabeth Merrick ebm333@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"d.banks1958@gmail.com" <d.banks1958@gmail.com>

From: "d.banks1958@gmail.com" <d.banks1958@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:07:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Darlene Banks d.banks1958@gmail.com ME US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"telogan14@gmail.com" <telogan14@gmail.com>

From: "telogan14@gmail.com" <telogan14@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:38:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, t logan telogan14@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"petercwelland@gmail.com" <petercwelland@gmail.com>

From: "petercwelland@gmail.com" <petercwelland@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:12:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Peter Welland petercwelland@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bevlm25@hotmail.com" <bevlm25@hotmail.com>

From: "bevlm25@hotmail.com" <bevlm25@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:15:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Beverly Menosky bevlm25@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"vishousfan@gmail.com" <vishousfan@gmail.com>

From: "vishousfan@gmail.com" <vishousfan@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:36:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Cathy Curtis vishousfan@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rreed@va.metrocast.net" <rreed@va.metrocast.net>

From: "rreed@va.metrocast.net" <rreed@va.metrocast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:05:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Robert M/Carol G Reed
rreed@va.metrocast.net VA US
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Mirek Walker <mirekwcz@gmail.com>

From: Mirek Walker <mirekwcz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:42:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr Mirek Walker 11/15 Southet St Melbourne, ot 3023 0425717635
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"girlpaint1@gmail.com" <girlpaint1@gmail.com>

From: "girlpaint1@gmail.com" <girlpaint1@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:47:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Connie Brisbane girlpaint1@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ivan@griffyns.com" <ivan@griffyns.com>

From: "ivan@griffyns.com" <ivan@griffyns.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:16:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ivan Volschenk ivan@griffyns.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"adrian.shiva.care2@gmail.com" <adrian.shiva.care2@gmail.com>

From: "adrian.shiva.care2@gmail.com"
<adrian.shiva.care2@gmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:12:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Adrian Shiva adrian.shiva.care2@gmail.com
TT
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lanspery@brandeis.edu" <lanspery@brandeis.edu>

From: "lanspery@brandeis.edu" <lanspery@brandeis.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:09:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
very much hope that the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced in the
Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118), undergoes
wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As proposed, the council would be a tool to
promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are threatened, endangered, or otherwise
imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that improve wildlife populations, protect
individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. With this
approach, the Department of Interior is making assumptions that trophy hunting has
conservation benefits. The evidence to support that assumption is lacking, while the evidence of
devastating effects on individual animals and threatened species is overwhelming. The U.S.
already imports thousands of trophies annually from animals threatened with extinction, as
revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” The U.S.
accounts for 71% of these imports. A recent national poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. For this council to truly promote international wildlife
conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s mandate,
moving from a focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to species protection.
• Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and small have seats on
the council. The DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction of the council will be occupied
by wildlife conservation focused representation, and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove
the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion
for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to
“streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek
“regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking
the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this
council promotes international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Susan Lanspery
lanspery@brandeis.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"hoskins_karen@hotmail.com" <hoskins_karen@hotmail.com>

From: "hoskins_karen@hotmail.com" <hoskins_karen@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:11:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Karen Hoskins hoskins_karen@hotmail.com PA US
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"nancykweil@comcast.net" <nancykweil@comcast.net>

From: "nancykweil@comcast.net" <nancykweil@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:30:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Nancy Weil nancykweil@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"curtilicious@gmail.com" <curtilicious@gmail.com>

From: "curtilicious@gmail.com" <curtilicious@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:52:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Curtis Barnett curtilicious@gmail.com US
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"tzarina-levine@hotmail.com" <tzarina-levine@hotmail.com>

From: "tzarina-levine@hotmail.com" <tzarina-levine@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:06:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Debra Falk-levine tzarina-levine@hotmail.com US
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"lmjack18@hotmail.com" <lmjack18@hotmail.com>

From: "lmjack18@hotmail.com" <lmjack18@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:12:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Linda Delaney lmjack18@hotmail.com US
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"qbmoreno@hotmail.com" <qbmoreno@hotmail.com>

From: "qbmoreno@hotmail.com" <qbmoreno@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:59:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dianne Moreno qbmoreno@hotmail.com US
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"mheithaus@quine.com" <mheithaus@quine.com>

From: "mheithaus@quine.com" <mheithaus@quine.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:11:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Melissa Heithaus mheithaus@quine.com US
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"lmcondino@gmail.com" <lmcondino@gmail.com>

From: "lmcondino@gmail.com" <lmcondino@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:15:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lisa Condino lmcondino@gmail.com US
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"radha.shenoy@optum.com" <radha.shenoy@optum.com>

From: "radha.shenoy@optum.com" <radha.shenoy@optum.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:56:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Radha Shenoy radha.shenoy@optum.com US
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"bobwindsor@btinternet.con" <bobwindsor@btinternet.con>

From: "bobwindsor@btinternet.con" <bobwindsor@btinternet.con>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:13:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rob Windsor bobwindsor@btinternet.con AK
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rfelice7@optonline.net" <rfelice7@optonline.net>

From: "rfelice7@optonline.net" <rfelice7@optonline.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:18:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Robert Felice rfelice7@optonline.net NJ US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"james.eley@medtronic.com" <james.eley@medtronic.com>

From: "james.eley@medtronic.com" <james.eley@medtronic.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:13:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, James Eley james.eley@medtronic.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lauren.a.hickman@gmail.com" <lauren.a.hickman@gmail.com>

From: "lauren.a.hickman@gmail.com" <lauren.a.hickman@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:58:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lauren Fleming lauren.a.hickman@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"aefranson@hotmail.com" <aefranson@hotmail.com>

From: "aefranson@hotmail.com" <aefranson@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 15:04:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Amy Franson aefranson@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"chris@rockymountainwild.org" <chris@rockymountainwild.org>

From: "chris@rockymountainwild.org" <chris@rockymountainwild.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 08:09:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Chris Talbot-Heindl chris@rockymountainwild.org US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ch_a_alex@hotmail.com" <ch_a_alex@hotmail.com>

From: "ch_a_alex@hotmail.com" <ch_a_alex@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:57:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Charles Alexander ch_a_alex@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"innomedia@bellsouth.net" <innomedia@bellsouth.net>

From: "innomedia@bellsouth.net" <innomedia@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:02:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jan Steele innomedia@bellsouth.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"laurasmeow@gmail.com" <laurasmeow@gmail.com>

From: "laurasmeow@gmail.com" <laurasmeow@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:24:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Laura Hoevel laurasmeow@gmail.com US
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"Dwightlewis43@gmail.com" <Dwightlewis43@gmail.com>

From: "Dwightlewis43@gmail.com" <Dwightlewis43@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:37:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Dwight Lewis Dwightlewis43@gmail.com CA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"michael@yogaomazing.com" <michael@yogaomazing.com>

From: "michael@yogaomazing.com" <michael@yogaomazing.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:03:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Michael Roteik michael@yogaomazing.com US
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"vh1994@msn.com" <vh1994@msn.com>

From: "vh1994@msn.com" <vh1994@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:22:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, VERONICA HERNANDEZ vh1994@msn.com US



Conversation Contents
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"simonjames075@gmail.com" <simonjames075@gmail.com>

From: "simonjames075@gmail.com" <simonjames075@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:52:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, simon millheiser simonjames075@gmail.com NY US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sabinagross86@gmail.com" <sabinagross86@gmail.com>

From: "sabinagross86@gmail.com" <sabinagross86@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:56:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sabina Gross sabinagross86@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sunny@gmail.com" <sunny@gmail.com>

From: "sunny@gmail.com" <sunny@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:53:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, irene miller sunny@gmail.com FL US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kathrynbeth67214@hotmail.com" <kathrynbeth67214@hotmail.com>

From: "kathrynbeth67214@hotmail.com"
<kathrynbeth67214@hotmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:54:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathryn Mitchell
kathrynbeth67214@hotmail.com KS US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rachelpkim@me.com" <rachelpkim@me.com>

From: "rachelpkim@me.com" <rachelpkim@me.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:59:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Rachel Peterson rachelpkim@me.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"inntime_guido@comcast.net" <inntime_guido@comcast.net>

From: "inntime_guido@comcast.net" <inntime_guido@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:05:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Gerald Styer inntime_guido@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"artteacher76@hotmail.com" <artteacher76@hotmail.com>

From: "artteacher76@hotmail.com" <artteacher76@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:40:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Kim Beyer artteacher76@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"salexand@ivytech.edu" <salexand@ivytech.edu>

From: "salexand@ivytech.edu" <salexand@ivytech.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:23:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Stephanie Hill Alexander salexand@ivytech.edu US
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"Nelarvanhsarah@gmail.com" <Nelarvanhsarah@gmail.com>

From: "Nelarvanhsarah@gmail.com" <Nelarvanhsarah@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 17:53:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Nelarvanh Thavone
Nelarvanhsarah@gmail.com IL US
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"mrmikedsr.70@gmail.com" <mrmikedsr.70@gmail.com>

From: "mrmikedsr.70@gmail.com" <mrmikedsr.70@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:18:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Michael Doucette mrmikedsr.70@gmail.com MA US
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"mmitsuda@earthlink.net" <mmitsuda@earthlink.net>

From: "mmitsuda@earthlink.net" <mmitsuda@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:33:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Michael Mitsuda mmitsuda@earthlink.net US



Conversation Contents
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"ania13@juno.com" <ania13@juno.com>

From: "ania13@juno.com" <ania13@juno.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:51:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Anna Lukaszewicz ania13@juno.com NY US
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"dphotoart@charter.net" <dphotoart@charter.net>

From: "dphotoart@charter.net" <dphotoart@charter.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:00:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Debra Johnson dphotoart@charter.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"epicriskinc@gmail.com" <epicriskinc@gmail.com>

From: "epicriskinc@gmail.com" <epicriskinc@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:51:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, shana smith epicriskinc@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cortneyzaret@hotmail.com" <cortneyzaret@hotmail.com>

From: "cortneyzaret@hotmail.com" <cortneyzaret@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:35:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Cortney Zaret cortneyzaret@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cag-snyder@comcast.net" <cag-snyder@comcast.net>

From: "cag-snyder@comcast.net" <cag-snyder@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:51:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Carlanne Snyder cag-snyder@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rriverrat@roadrunner.com" <rriverrat@roadrunner.com>

From: "rriverrat@roadrunner.com" <rriverrat@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:48:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ronald Johnson rriverrat@roadrunner.com ID US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cp60130@att.net" <cp60130@att.net>

From: "cp60130@att.net" <cp60130@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:27:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Carol Polak cp60130@att.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"serenagagnon@optimum.net" <serenagagnon@optimum.net>

From: "serenagagnon@optimum.net" <serenagagnon@optimum.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:56:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Serena Gagnon serenagagnon@optimum.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gfernandez@newmilford.org" <gfernandez@newmilford.org>

From: "gfernandez@newmilford.org" <gfernandez@newmilford.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 06:00:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Gale Fernandez gfernandez@newmilford.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"intellres@comcast.net" <intellres@comcast.net>

From: "intellres@comcast.net" <intellres@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:57:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Rick Battaglia intellres@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jensweetland@hotmail.com" <jensweetland@hotmail.com>

From: "jensweetland@hotmail.com" <jensweetland@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:10:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Jennifer Sweetland
jensweetland@hotmail.com US
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katherine Sampson <katsampson333@gmail.com>

From: katherine Sampson <katsampson333@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:03:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss katherine Sampson 6 king street Devon, ot Ex363bl 7794313968
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"esmith5474@gmail.com" <esmith5474@gmail.com>

From: "esmith5474@gmail.com" <esmith5474@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:27:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Eric Smith esmith5474@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ninermk@gmail.com" <ninermk@gmail.com>

From: "ninermk@gmail.com" <ninermk@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:21:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marisa Kieren ninermk@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sommerville.lisa@gmail.com" <sommerville.lisa@gmail.com>

From: "sommerville.lisa@gmail.com" <sommerville.lisa@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:37:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, LISA SOMMERVILLE sommerville.lisa@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"verninicat@gmail.com" <verninicat@gmail.com>

From: "verninicat@gmail.com" <verninicat@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:46:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sharyn McElroy verninicat@gmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"soniasduffie@hotmail.com" <soniasduffie@hotmail.com>

From: "soniasduffie@hotmail.com" <soniasduffie@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:44:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, S D soniasduffie@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"estapenhorst@earthlink.net" <estapenhorst@earthlink.net>

From: "estapenhorst@earthlink.net" <estapenhorst@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:47:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Ellen Stapenhorst estapenhorst@earthlink.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kerwell68@gmail.com" <kerwell68@gmail.com>

From: "kerwell68@gmail.com" <kerwell68@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:53:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Cherrie Kerwell kerwell68@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lilybmnt@gmail.com" <lilybmnt@gmail.com>

From: "lilybmnt@gmail.com" <lilybmnt@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:37:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lily Beaumont lilybmnt@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"ramiz34@hotmail.com" <ramiz34@hotmail.com>

From: "ramiz34@hotmail.com" <ramiz34@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:58:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Ramiz Layaud-Boulat ramiz34@hotmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dew4dogs211@rediffmail.com" <dew4dogs211@rediffmail.com>

From: "dew4dogs211@rediffmail.com" <dew4dogs211@rediffmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:44:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sudeshna Ghosh dew4dogs211@rediffmail.com LA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"saragraz@email.com" <saragraz@email.com>

From: "saragraz@email.com" <saragraz@email.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:33:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sara Graziosa saragraz@email.com CT US



Conversation Contents
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"janbeauchamp@mac.com" <janbeauchamp@mac.com>

From: "janbeauchamp@mac.com" <janbeauchamp@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:30:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jan Beauchamp janbeauchamp@mac.com US
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"bupkat@charter.net" <bupkat@charter.net>

From: "bupkat@charter.net" <bupkat@charter.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:56:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Kathleen Van every bupkat@charter.net CA
US
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"sandy.dykstra@csgi.com" <sandy.dykstra@csgi.com>

From: "sandy.dykstra@csgi.com" <sandy.dykstra@csgi.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:37:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sandra Dykstra sandy.dykstra@csgi.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"caarolma@hotmail.com" <caarolma@hotmail.com>

From: "caarolma@hotmail.com" <caarolma@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:26:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Carol Ann MacIlroy caarolma@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Joke-haan@outlook.com" <Joke-haan@outlook.com>

From: "Joke-haan@outlook.com" <Joke-haan@outlook.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:36:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Joke Haan Joke-haan@outlook.com NL



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"selinamb@gmail.com" <selinamb@gmail.com>

From: "selinamb@gmail.com" <selinamb@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:35:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Selina Bradley selinamb@gmail.com IN US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sophia1032@gmail.com" <sophia1032@gmail.com>

From: "sophia1032@gmail.com" <sophia1032@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 07:54:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sonya Rodolfo-Sioson sophia1032@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"marie.hyder@gmail.com" <marie.hyder@gmail.com>

From: "marie.hyder@gmail.com" <marie.hyder@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:40:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Marie Hyder marie.hyder@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"tirsomoreno@hotmail.com" <tirsomoreno@hotmail.com>

From: "tirsomoreno@hotmail.com" <tirsomoreno@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:50:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tirso Moreno tirsomoreno@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mleblanc70@hotmail.com" <mleblanc70@hotmail.com>

From: "mleblanc70@hotmail.com" <mleblanc70@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:08:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Mark Leblanc mleblanc70@hotmail.com US
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"meg.hawkins@att.net" <meg.hawkins@att.net>

From: "meg.hawkins@att.net" <meg.hawkins@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:05:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Megan M Hawkins meg.hawkins@att.net US
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"melissa.giles.m2ag@statefarm.com" <melissa.giles.m2ag@statefarm.com>

From: "melissa.giles.m2ag@statefarm.com"
<melissa.giles.m2ag@statefarm.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:25:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Melissa Giles melissa.giles.m2ag@statefarm.com US
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"c_diede@hotmail.com" <c_diede@hotmail.com>

From: "c_diede@hotmail.com" <c_diede@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:33:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Crissa Diede c_diede@hotmail.com MT US
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"debrah_ziehm@comcast.net" <debrah_ziehm@comcast.net>

From: "debrah_ziehm@comcast.net" <debrah_ziehm@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Debrah Ziehm debrah_ziehm@comcast.net US
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"liquidleafs@gmail.com" <liquidleafs@gmail.com>

From: "liquidleafs@gmail.com" <liquidleafs@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:55:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lisa Isley liquidleafs@gmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"fmerzakhanian@icloud.com" <fmerzakhanian@icloud.com>

From: "fmerzakhanian@icloud.com" <fmerzakhanian@icloud.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:20:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, frida merzakhanian fmerzakhanian@icloud.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mitigray@msn.com" <mitigray@msn.com>

From: "mitigray@msn.com" <mitigray@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:01:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Wanda Russell mitigray@msn.com WA US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Denise Gonzalez <Lioness8u2@gmail.com>

From: Denise Gonzalez <Lioness8u2@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:03:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Denise Gonzalez 308W.Main St Apt 2 Alliance, OH 44601 3309138496
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mccauleyf@mchsi.com" <mccauleyf@mchsi.com>

From: "mccauleyf@mchsi.com" <mccauleyf@mchsi.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:41:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Brandi Mccauley mccauleyf@mchsi.com IA
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"garbo215@hotmail.com" <garbo215@hotmail.com>

From: "garbo215@hotmail.com" <garbo215@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:25:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Greta Maclean garbo215@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"martafeio@gmail.com" <martafeio@gmail.com>

From: "martafeio@gmail.com" <martafeio@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:39:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Marta Feio martafeio@gmail.com PT
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nordy@bright.net" <nordy@bright.net>

From: "nordy@bright.net" <nordy@bright.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:10:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Michael Norden nordy@bright.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jtwin78@hotmail.com" <jtwin78@hotmail.com>

From: "jtwin78@hotmail.com" <jtwin78@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:09:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jerrilynn Tzakis jtwin78@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rhutc@pw.cccounty.us" <rhutc@pw.cccounty.us>

From: "rhutc@pw.cccounty.us" <rhutc@pw.cccounty.us>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:14:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. How can that be a true counsel if no animal welfare
experts are on the panel? • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms
industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate
the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation
processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and
CITES. We do not want to see Lions and Tigers and other endangered animals become extinct.
Imagine a world with no Elephants, Lions or Tigers.....that would be sad especially when you
have the power to stop it. Why should trophy hunters get to eliminate animals that the rest of the
world want? Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Renee Hutchins rhutc@pw.cccounty.us US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"charlottemk@icloud.com" <charlottemk@icloud.com>

From: "charlottemk@icloud.com" <charlottemk@icloud.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:38:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Charlotte Koch charlottemk@icloud.com TX US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mountainsunsets@comcast.net" <mountainsunsets@comcast.net>

From: "mountainsunsets@comcast.net"
<mountainsunsets@comcast.net>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:28:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, M McGillivary mountainsunsets@comcast.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lcline4853@gmail.com" <lcline4853@gmail.com>

From: "lcline4853@gmail.com" <lcline4853@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:14:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Lois Cline lcline4853@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Colleenjensen98@gmail.com" <Colleenjensen98@gmail.com>

From: "Colleenjensen98@gmail.com" <Colleenjensen98@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:33:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Colleen Jensen Colleenjensen98@gmail.com WI US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"missykendrick@msn.com" <missykendrick@msn.com>

From: "missykendrick@msn.com" <missykendrick@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:24:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Missy Kendrick missykendrick@msn.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bocourt.valerie@gmail.com" <bocourt.valerie@gmail.com>

From: "bocourt.valerie@gmail.com" <bocourt.valerie@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:31:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, valerie bocourt bocourt.valerie@gmail.com FR
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"michelle.viscuso@gmail.com" <michelle.viscuso@gmail.com>

From: "michelle.viscuso@gmail.com" <michelle.viscuso@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:14:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Michelle Viscuso michelle.viscuso@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"suestarstone@gmail.com" <suestarstone@gmail.com>

From: "suestarstone@gmail.com" <suestarstone@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:19:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Sue Starstone suestarstone@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"badfish27@hotmail.com" <badfish27@hotmail.com>

From: "badfish27@hotmail.com" <badfish27@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:13:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Josh Guy badfish27@hotmail.com MI US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"croman@roxbury.org" <croman@roxbury.org>

From: "croman@roxbury.org" <croman@roxbury.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:31:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, christine roman croman@roxbury.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lachilli@stellaosf.org" <lachilli@stellaosf.org>

From: "lachilli@stellaosf.org" <lachilli@stellaosf.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:24:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Lisa Achilli lachilli@stellaosf.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"gailmannafg@gmail.com" <gailmannafg@gmail.com>

From: "gailmannafg@gmail.com" <gailmannafg@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:24:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Gail Mann gailmannafg@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"elena@shastaventures.com" <elena@shastaventures.com>

From: "elena@shastaventures.com" <elena@shastaventures.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:07:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Elena Ennouri elena@shastaventures.com US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rui Pina <ruigpina@hotmail.com>

From: Rui Pina <ruigpina@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:02:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Rui Pina Conde Mt Real, 8 Cascais, ot 2750-440 966253254
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"nstawski@stephens.edu" <nstawski@stephens.edu>

From: "nstawski@stephens.edu" <nstawski@stephens.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:08:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect.
TROPHY HUNTING GENERALLY IS A DISGRACE AND TROPHY HUNTING OF
ENDANGERED SPECIES IS A TRAVESTY. PEOPLE TRY TO MAKE THEMSELVES FEEL
BIG OR IMPORTANT BY OVERCOMPENSATING AND KILLING ANIMALS! IF YOU WANT TO
SHOW HOW BRAVE AND STRONG YOU ARE GO TOE TO TOE BARE HANDED WITH A
LION OR ELEPHANT. IF YOU WIN THAT ONE THAT ACTUALLY MIGHT BE TROPHY
WORTHY! • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no
place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s
current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state consultation processes,
and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. I urge
DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife
conservation aims. Sincerely, Nina Stawski nstawski@stephens.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"dlstewart1112@gmail.com" <dlstewart1112@gmail.com>

From: "dlstewart1112@gmail.com" <dlstewart1112@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:07:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Debra Stewart dlstewart1112@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"withrowamy@hotmail.com" <withrowamy@hotmail.com>

From: "withrowamy@hotmail.com" <withrowamy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 05:25:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Amy Withrow withrowamy@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mem.wallace@gmail.com" <mem.wallace@gmail.com>

From: "mem.wallace@gmail.com" <mem.wallace@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:50:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Melanie Wallace mem.wallace@gmail.com
US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rksigman@hotmail.com" <rksigman@hotmail.com>

From: "rksigman@hotmail.com" <rksigman@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:16:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Rhonda Sigman rksigman@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"swheeler4hs@hotmail.com" <swheeler4hs@hotmail.com>

From: "swheeler4hs@hotmail.com" <swheeler4hs@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:15:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, S Wheeler swheeler4hs@hotmail.com CA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"earthhrt@gmail.com" <earthhrt@gmail.com>

From: "earthhrt@gmail.com" <earthhrt@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:35:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, sharon lacy earthhrt@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"roperre3@gmail.com" <roperre3@gmail.com>

From: "roperre3@gmail.com" <roperre3@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:08:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Renee Roper roperre3@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sthunber@allstate.com" <sthunber@allstate.com>

From: "sthunber@allstate.com" <sthunber@allstate.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:02:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Steve Thunberg sthunber@allstate.com US
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"virgiseadesert@gmail.com" <virgiseadesert@gmail.com>

From: "virgiseadesert@gmail.com" <virgiseadesert@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 14:10:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Virgina Halican virgiseadesert@gmail.com US
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"yapper@nbnet.ca" <yapper@nbnet.ca>

From: "yapper@nbnet.ca" <yapper@nbnet.ca>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:59:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Heather Little yapper@nbnet.ca CA
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"Ryaeger58@gmail.com" <Ryaeger58@gmail.com>

From: "Ryaeger58@gmail.com" <Ryaeger58@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:06:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Renee Yaeger Ryaeger58@gmail.com US
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"whiteaileddeer@verizon.net" <whiteaileddeer@verizon.net>

From: "whiteaileddeer@verizon.net" <whiteaileddeer@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:59:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Bridget Irons whiteaileddeer@verizon.net PA US
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"datura101@excite.com" <datura101@excite.com>

From: "datura101@excite.com" <datura101@excite.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:28:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, lyn capurro datura101@excite.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kmkampfer@earthlink.net" <kmkampfer@earthlink.net>

From: "kmkampfer@earthlink.net" <kmkampfer@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:54:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Karen Kampfer kmkampfer@earthlink.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kcline@scil.org" <kcline@scil.org>

From: "kcline@scil.org" <kcline@scil.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:59:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, KATHRYN CLINE kcline@scil.org US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"bs@msktd.com" <bs@msktd.com>

From: "bs@msktd.com" <bs@msktd.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:56:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Barb Stoneburner bs@msktd.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"rose@conradmeyerlaw.com" <rose@conradmeyerlaw.com>

From: "rose@conradmeyerlaw.com" <rose@conradmeyerlaw.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:56:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Rosann Sanford rose@conradmeyerlaw.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"cyork8888@gmail.com" <cyork8888@gmail.com>

From: "cyork8888@gmail.com" <cyork8888@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:54:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Caitlin York cyork8888@gmail.com US
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"jaubert-f@hotmail.fr" <jaubert-f@hotmail.fr>

From: "jaubert-f@hotmail.fr" <jaubert-f@hotmail.fr>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:57:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Frédéric Jaubert jaubert-f@hotmail.fr FR
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"waterkitten77@gmail.com" <waterkitten77@gmail.com>

From: "waterkitten77@gmail.com" <waterkitten77@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 10:00:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Friend of the Animals waterkitten77@gmail.com MA US
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"maxmclarson@gmail.com" <maxmclarson@gmail.com>

From: "maxmclarson@gmail.com" <maxmclarson@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:26:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Max Stein maxmclarson@gmail.com US
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"dalva_cintra@hotmail.com" <dalva_cintra@hotmail.com>

From: "dalva_cintra@hotmail.com" <dalva_cintra@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:56:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Dalva Cintra dalva_cintra@hotmail.com BR
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"nmorelli@comcast.net" <nmorelli@comcast.net>

From: "nmorelli@comcast.net" <nmorelli@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:53:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Nanette Morelli nmorelli@comcast.net US
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"jdelbianco@ssfusd.org" <jdelbianco@ssfusd.org>

From: "jdelbianco@ssfusd.org" <jdelbianco@ssfusd.org>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:56:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jackie Del Bianco jdelbianco@ssfusd.org US
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"oxford1980@gmail.com" <oxford1980@gmail.com>

From: "oxford1980@gmail.com" <oxford1980@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:43:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Robin Swope oxford1980@gmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"craigtjean@gmail.com" <craigtjean@gmail.com>

From: "craigtjean@gmail.com" <craigtjean@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:44:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Tj Craig craigtjean@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"deepak@panocean.net" <deepak@panocean.net>

From: "deepak@panocean.net" <deepak@panocean.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:53:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Deepak Dadlani deepak@panocean.net US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"scurtice@wesleyan.edu" <scurtice@wesleyan.edu>

From: "scurtice@wesleyan.edu" <scurtice@wesleyan.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:43:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Sean Curtice scurtice@wesleyan.edu US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"lnall@austin.rr.com" <lnall@austin.rr.com>

From: "lnall@austin.rr.com" <lnall@austin.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:51:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Linda Nall lnall@austin.rr.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Laurie@danaharbor.com" <Laurie@danaharbor.com>

From: "Laurie@danaharbor.com" <Laurie@danaharbor.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:45:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Laurie Dietz Laurie@danaharbor.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"joysonnier@juno.com" <joysonnier@juno.com>

From: "joysonnier@juno.com" <joysonnier@juno.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 18:42:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, joy edwarda joysonnier@juno.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sub_cruce_lumen@hotmail.com" <sub_cruce_lumen@hotmail.com>

From: "sub_cruce_lumen@hotmail.com"
<sub_cruce_lumen@hotmail.com>

Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:33:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jennifer Carver sub_cruce_lumen@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"krissac_2@hotmail.com" <krissac_2@hotmail.com>

From: "krissac_2@hotmail.com" <krissac_2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:50:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Krissa Cumpston krissac_2@hotmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"kland11@hotmail.com" <kland11@hotmail.com>

From: "kland11@hotmail.com" <kland11@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:38:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Katherine Lander kland11@hotmail.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"serpentpariah@hotmail.com" <serpentpariah@hotmail.com>

From: "serpentpariah@hotmail.com" <serpentpariah@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:20:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale modifications before it is brought into effect.
As proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations or benefit the communities that live in and around their habitats. By
pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making sweeping assumptions that trophy
hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best these are ancillary side effects of a
hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an activity that overall does more harm
than good to wildlife and wildlife populations. If and when hunting is considered for promotion by
the government, it should be on the basis of sound economic and scientific evidence vetted by
conservation professionals, not by the hunting industry. To date, such evidence is extremely
limited and controversial. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies annually from
animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for Trophies: An
Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global imports of
threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans don’t
support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote international
wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the council’s
mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable approach to
species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups both big and
small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that only a fraction
of the council will be occupied by wildlife focused representation. • Remove the gun and ammo
lobby from the council. The firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving
international wildlife species. • Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the
trophy permitting and range state consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications”
between the Endangered Species Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to
these concerns. I urge DOI to make these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to
international wildlife conservation aims. Sincerely, Vanessa Skantze
serpentpariah@hotmail.com US
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Lilianaclaudia68@gmail.Com

"Lilianaclaudia68@gmail.Com" <Lilianaclaudia68@gmail.com>

From: "Lilianaclaudia68@gmail.Com" <Lilianaclaudia68@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:49:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Lilianaclaudia68@gmail.Com

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Liliana fiorini Lilianaclaudia68@gmail.Com OH US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"wiederspahn@gmail.com" <wiederspahn@gmail.com>

From: "wiederspahn@gmail.com" <wiederspahn@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:33:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Dane Wiederspahn wiederspahn@gmail.com US



Conversation Contents
Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"srutkowski@essexinc.com" <srutkowski@essexinc.com>

From: "srutkowski@essexinc.com" <srutkowski@essexinc.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:29:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Stacy Rutkowski srutkowski@essexinc.com US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"adhokai@gmail.com" <adhokai@gmail.com>

From: "adhokai@gmail.com" <adhokai@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:48:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Andres Dhokai adhokai@gmail.com VA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"mason_dawn@comcast.net" <mason_dawn@comcast.net>

From: "mason_dawn@comcast.net" <mason_dawn@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:30:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Dawn Mason mason_dawn@comcast.net PA US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jdolce@chp.ca.gov" <jdolce@chp.ca.gov>

From: "jdolce@chp.ca.gov" <jdolce@chp.ca.gov>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:42:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jill Dolce jdolce@chp.ca.gov US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"sotoj70@gmail.com" <sotoj70@gmail.com>

From: "sotoj70@gmail.com" <sotoj70@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:35:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Satonya Jumps sotoj70@gmail.com AK US
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jatling597@earthlink.net" <jatling597@earthlink.net>

From: "jatling597@earthlink.net" <jatling597@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 09:43:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, Jean Thompson jatling597@earthlink.net ME US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diana von Geldern <diana.von.geldern@chello.at>

From: Diana von Geldern <diana.von.geldern@chello.at>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:42:13 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Diana von Geldern Löhnergasse 19 Wien, ot 1120 6505736049
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Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"jayones@live.com" <jayones@live.com>

From: "jayones@live.com" <jayones@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 13:21:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Make key changes to the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Secretary, Department of the Interior Ryan Zinke 5275 Leesburg Pike Falls Church VA 22041 I
am responding to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council, as announced
in the Federal Register on Nov. 8, 2017 (82 FR 51857, Docket FWS-HQ-R-2017-N118). It is my
sincere hope that this council undergoes wholesale changes before it is brought into effect. As
proposed, the council would be a tool to promote trophy hunting of foreign species that are
threatened, endangered, or otherwise imperiled at the expense of conservation efforts that truly
improve wildlife populations, protect individual animals, or benefit the communities that live in
and around their habitats. By pursuing this approach, the Department of Interior is making
sweeping assumptions that trophy hunting inherently has conservation benefits, when at best
these are ancillary side effects of a hobby industry, and at worst, are exaggerated results of an
activity that overall does more harm than good to wildlife and wildlife populations, and has
devastating impacts to individual animals. The U.S. is already importing thousands of trophies
annually from animals threatened with extinction, as revealed in IFAW’s report “Killing for
Trophies: An Analysis of Global Hunting Trade.” In fact, the U.S. accounts for 71% of the global
imports of threatened species. Further, a recent nationwide poll showed that 87% of Americans
don’t support hunting endangered species. In order to for this council to truly promote
international wildlife conservation, the DOI would have to make several changes: • Revise the
council’s mandate, moving from a sole focus on trophy hunting to a holistic, sustainable
approach to species protection. • Ensure that wildlife conservation and animal welfare groups
both big and small have seats on the council. As written, the DOI announcement suggests that
only a fraction of the council will be occupied by wildlife conservation focused representation,
and none by animal welfare experts. • Remove the gun and ammo lobby from the council. The
firearms industry has no place in the discussion for conserving international wildlife species. •
Eliminate the council’s current directives to “streamline” the trophy permitting and range state
consultation processes, and to seek “regulatory duplications” between the Endangered Species
Act and CITES. Thank you for taking the time to respond to these concerns. I urge DOI to make
these adjustments to ensure this council truly benefits to international wildlife conservation aims.
Sincerely, jameson mcdonnell jayones@live.com US
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Margarida Rapoula <guida.14@hotmail.com>

From: Margarida Rapoula <guida.14@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:01:48 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Margarida Rapoula Ramada 12 Odivelas, ot 2620
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

anna panizzolo <anna.gioiapanizzolo@gmail.com>

From: anna panizzolo <anna.gioiapanizzolo@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:01:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Signora anna panizzolo corso orbassano 191/7 Torino, ot 10137
3495880200
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Craig Geiger <gingerdog@live.com>

From: Craig Geiger <gingerdog@live.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:39:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Craig Geiger 2810 Galloway St SE Olympia, WA 98501 360-754-3614
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christiane Berckmans <christianeberckmans@skynet.be>

From: Christiane Berckmans <christianeberckmans@skynet.be>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 05:00:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, 1953 Christiane Berckmans Van Dyckstraat 10 Vilvoorde, ot 1800
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alexandra Schulz <avila@gmx.li>

From: Alexandra Schulz <avila@gmx.li>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:39:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Alexandra Schulz Hangweg 77 St. Augustin, ot 53757
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

natasha salgado <viega113@bell.net>

From: natasha salgado <viega113@bell.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:59:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms natasha salgado 5 maynard ave 5 maynard ave toronto, MD 21122
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Mudrey <chessie@juno.com>

From: Susan Mudrey <chessie@juno.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:38:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Susan Mudrey 178 Highwood Drive Franklin, MA 02038
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cristina Tirelli <anthelucy@gmail.com>

From: Cristina Tirelli <anthelucy@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:58:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Cristina Tirelli via san Bartolomeo 108 Reggio Emilia, ot 42123



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tomalyn Bailey <Tomalyn.Bialey@bge.com>

From: Tomalyn Bailey <Tomalyn.Bialey@bge.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:38:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Tomalyn Bailey PO Box 792 Hampstead, MD 21074



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Morena gambarelli <morenagambarelli@gmail.com>

From: Morena gambarelli <morenagambarelli@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:38:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Morena gambarelli via caruso 8 casalgrande, ot 42013



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"E. Blaine Converse" <shepherdess22@comcast.net>

From: "E. Blaine Converse" <shepherdess22@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:58:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms E. Blaine Converse 927 Newsome Court Goochland, VA 23063



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan MacDuff <macduffs@cna.org>

From: Susan MacDuff <macduffs@cna.org>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:57:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Susan MacDuff 15307 Sycamore Tree Lane Mineral, VA 23 703-732-
0745



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Therese Levy <tessan-75@hotmail.com>

From: Therese Levy <tessan-75@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:57:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Therese Levy Parkvägen 17 Solna, ot 16935



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Maria Charlier <mariacharlier@hotmail.com>

From: Maria Charlier <mariacharlier@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:57:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Maria Charlier 13704 Loganville Street Bowie, MD 20720 3012624258



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

cindy janzen <cindyjanzen02@gmail.com>

From: cindy janzen <cindyjanzen02@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:37:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, council cindy janzen 5944 Vine street N iagara Falls, ON L2J 1L1
9053549712



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tom Cole <cole14822@comcast.net>

From: Tom Cole <cole14822@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:55:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I oppose the formation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this council and
spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals for the purposes of
trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage conservation. This
council is therefore a complete sham. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by
the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of
wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I
strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound
conservation policies. This is the twenty-first century. Time to stop killing. Thank you, Mr Tom
Cole 14822 19th Avenue W Lynnwood, WA 98087 12066018639



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

claudine sertain <claudine-damidaux@live.fr>

From: claudine sertain <claudine-damidaux@live.fr>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:55:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, mde claudine sertain 45,gde-rue brissay choigny, WA 02240 0323078403



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Muriel Passmore <murielapassmore@btinternet.com>

From: Muriel Passmore <murielapassmore@btinternet.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:34:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Muriel Passmore 31 the oaks park Horsham Road beare green, ot rh5
4pl



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rebecca Taylor <beckyelevendogs@gmail.com>

From: Rebecca Taylor <beckyelevendogs@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:55:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Rebecca Taylor 302 N 4th St Clinton, IN 47842 812-241-4734



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Francisca Brechbuhler <hilfe@geliebte-vierbeiner.ch>

From: Francisca Brechbuhler <hilfe@geliebte-vierbeiner.ch>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:55:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms Francisca Brechbuhler Rankstrasse 6 Zurich, ot 8032 555-555-5555
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sanand Dilip <sanand125@gmail.com>

From: Sanand Dilip <sanand125@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:55:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Sanand Dilip 308 W Main St Louvain-la-Neuve Alliance, OH 44601



Conversation Contents
“Conservation” council

Sarah Salluzzo <ssalluzzo@yahoo.com>

From: Sarah Salluzzo <ssalluzzo@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 04:38:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: “Conservation” council

Dear Mr. Winchell I am writing to let you know that I am whole heartedly OPPOSED to the
Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting
taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this
deadly industry. Thank you for taking the time to read, Sarah Salluzzo MSW, MA Sent from my
iPhone
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christopher Niehoff <cniehoff@gmail.com>

From: Christopher Niehoff <cniehoff@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:32:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell,

I'm writing to let know that I am opposed to the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters a more prominent seat at the table of
government decision-making. The science shows that trophy hunting undermines the
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department of the Interior should not
waste taxpayer money to form a Council to advise the Department on ways to promote trophy
and therefore undermine the protection of endangered species.  

Thank you for your consideration,

Chris Niehoff
Columbus, Ohio



Conversation Contents
Opposed to the Formation of an International Wildlife Conservation Council

Maryam Tabrizi <mjtabrizi@aol.com>

From: Maryam Tabrizi <mjtabrizi@aol.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 03:28:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Opposed to the Formation of an International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Dear Joshua Winchell, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service I am writing to strongly OPPOSE the
Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council. Trophy hunting has questionable moral standards and is cruel and
unnecessary, sending the wrong message in the era of a worldwide crack down on the ivory
trade. The formation of this council will give these trophy hunters an even more influential seat
at the table of government decision-making. The science has consistently demonstrated that
trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species, like
elephants and lions. The Department absolutely should NOT be wasting taxpayer money to
form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly and morally
backwards trophy hunting industry. Thank you for your time, Sincerely, Maryam J Tabrizi, MS,
PhD Concerned Citizen Bethesda, Maryland 20814 Mjtabrizi@aol.com



Conversation Contents
Trophy Hunting

Attachments:

/961. Trophy Hunting/1.1 image

Teresa Miller Singleton <tgmleo@yahoo.com>

From: Teresa Miller Singleton <tgmleo@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:50:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: Joshua Winchell <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Trophy Hunting
Attachments: image



Thank you
Teresa Singleton 
Hazard, Ky



Conversation Contents
announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Robyn Spiegelman <rpspag@gmail.com>

From: Robyn Spiegelman <rpspag@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 02:39:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife
Conservation Council

Dear Joshua, I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even
more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that
trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The
Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Sincerely, Robyn Spiegelman Atlanta, GA



Conversation Contents
Oppose Council to Promote International Trophy Hunting for US Citizens a/k/a
"International Wildlife Conservation Council"

Leslie Sakaguchi <lekili42@gmail.com>

From: Leslie Sakaguchi <lekili42@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:38:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Oppose Council to Promote International Trophy Hunting for US
Citizens a/k/a "International Wildlife Conservation Council"

Dear Mr. Winchell:

I am writing to strongly oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council. 

Studies have repeated shown that trophy hunting does not aid in conservation; in actuality, big

game hunting is often unsustainable. For instance, only between 20,000 and 35,000 wild lions

remain in Africa but 6,000 are killed each year by trophy hunters. That means between 2 and 3%

of the popular is killed each year solely by big game hunters. This is NOT sustainable -

particularly in light of other pressures on population including poaching, deaths from conflicts

with ranchers and habitat loss.

Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the weakest but hunters

target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the lion with the biggest mane or tusk. Often,

these animals - the oldest, wisest, strongest - play critical roles in their populations. They are the

protectors, leaders and their removal puts their populations at risk. It might mean that other

individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or that another male lion might

move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As a result, the death of an individual animal due to

hunting can and often does have a ripple effect. 

Despite assertions that trophy hunting helps communities, most of the money goes to middle

men and does not make its way to local communities, as claimed by the current administration.

In fact, trophy hunting fees incentivize game and hunting managers to inflate numbers to bring

in more money, putting both human and other animal species at risk. 

It is clear that Ryan Zinke's primary goal of this fallacious council is to attempt to legitimize his

attempts to deregulate protections put in place mainly to ensure that future generations will

enjoy the myriad of species with whom we share this planet.

For these and many more reasons -- scientific, ethical, economic, and political -- I must

*strongly* oppose the creation of an International Wildlife Conservation Council, whose interests

are clearly against the those of the greater public and of nature.

Sincerely,

Leslie Sakaguchi

Torrance, CA 90504



Conversation Contents
Opposition to International Wildlife Conservation Council

Emily Lewis <emily.a.lewis@icloud.com>

From: Emily Lewis <emily.a.lewis@icloud.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 01:05:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposition to International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mr. Winchell, Please register my opposition to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of
the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy
hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science
is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species.
The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising
the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Emily A. Lewis Henderson, NV Sent
from my iPhone
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

<beshraka@aol.com>

From: <beshraka@aol.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:44:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mr Winchell, I am opposed to the Department of the Interior's announcement of the creation of
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even
more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that
trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The
Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Protect life not promote death ! Jennifer
Faga' DVM US CITIZEN NEW YORK
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Annika Pellegrini <annikaeep@gmail.com>

From: Annika Pellegrini <annikaeep@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:17:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Annika Pellegrini Hertistrasse 8 Egliswil, ot 5704
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

silvana martinez <flutterwunder61@hotmail.com>

From: silvana martinez <flutterwunder61@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:16:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. silvana martinez 140 claremont ave 2ND FL jersey city, NJ 07305



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Robin Bitner <bitnbink@comcast.net>

From: Robin Bitner <bitnbink@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:36:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Robin Bitner 102 Memorial Dr Harrisburg, PA 17112 7178367820
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Louise Gray <louisegray1@hotmail.com>

From: Louise Gray <louisegray1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:36:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Louise Gray 1300 N L St Lompoc, CA 93436 3105555555

Louise Gray <louisegray1@hotmail.com>

From: Louise Gray <louisegray1@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:36:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Louise Gray 1300 N L St Lompoc, CA 93436 3105555555
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sarah Gavison <saragav@gmail.com>

From: Sarah Gavison <saragav@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:36:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Sarah Gavison 9850 Arapahoe rd Lafayette, CO 80026 7203215476
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Julie Hunt <julie_laceyfields@msn.com>

From: Julie Hunt <julie_laceyfields@msn.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:15:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Miss Julie Hunt Laceyfields Road derby, ot de75 7hj
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

melek korel <melekkorel@hotmail.com>

From: melek korel <melekkorel@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:13:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, melek korel istanbul istanbul istanbul, ot 99999
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Melissa Tomaszewski <melissatomaszewski@gmail.com>

From: Melissa Tomaszewski <melissatomaszewski@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:32:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Melissa Tomaszewski 159 Waterford Lane Reading, PA 19606
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

W Tai <taiwp123@hotmail.com>

From: W Tai <taiwp123@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:13:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, W Tai 1 S, ot 1
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sue Clayton <snowowl3@bigpond.com>

From: Sue Clayton <snowowl3@bigpond.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:33:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Sue Clayton 20A Annois Road Bibra Lake, WA 06163 0404336492
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Prue Park <parkvintage@gmail.com>

From: Prue Park <parkvintage@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:33:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Prue Park Campaspe Esplanade Echuca, ot 3564 +61488571543
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gina Bonanno-Lemos <gina@360healthconnection.com>

From: Gina Bonanno-Lemos <gina@360healthconnection.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:32:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Gina Bonanno-Lemos 28470 Evening Breeze Dr Yorba Linda, CA
92887
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ann Henning <doglover.boardmail@gmail.com>

From: Ann Henning <doglover.boardmail@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:32:08 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Ann Henning 5100 Masonic Avenue Oakland, CA 94618 5106547750

Ann Henning <doglover.boardmail@gmail.com>

From: Ann Henning <doglover.boardmail@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:32:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Ann Henning 5100 Masonic Avenue Oakland, CA 94618 5106547750
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Linda Szymoniak <urdchan@gmail.com>

From: Linda Szymoniak <urdchan@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:10:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Linda Szymoniak 930 High Ridge Dr. N/A Schererville, IN 46375
2193224710
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jill Spicy <jillsaucyspicy@gmail.com>

From: Jill Spicy <jillsaucyspicy@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:30:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Jill Spicy Belinda Campanario Mijas Malaga, ot 29650
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Katharina Wirnitzer <katharina@wirnitzer.at>

From: Katharina Wirnitzer <katharina@wirnitzer.at>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:30:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Katharina Wirnitzer Berchat 302 Stans, ot 6135
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michelle Austin <austin.mich1@gmail.com>

From: Michelle Austin <austin.mich1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:30:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Michelle Austin 34 Ipirou Athina, AL 104 33 2108832509
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Barbara Wolfert <barb@jjstier.com>

From: Barbara Wolfert <barb@jjstier.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:10:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Barbara Wolfert 5038 Teal Ct Columbia, MD 21044
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

moon stainton <moonisfromspace@gmail.com>

From: moon stainton <moonisfromspace@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:10:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, moon stainton 498 Queens Avenue, Apartment 601 Apartment 601
London, ON N6B3K9 6139202286
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Conservation Council

Sara Yassin <sarabethyassin@gmail.com>

From: Sara Yassin <sarabethyassin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:30:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Conservation Council

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat
at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines
the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting
taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this
deadly industry.

 

"The wisest follow their own direction."



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tracey Ward <traceyward62@gmail.com>

From: Tracey Ward <traceyward62@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:29:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Tracey Ward Delamer avenue Salfird, ot M67ws
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lucinda Martin <Cindelu.martin@comcast.net>

From: Lucinda Martin <Cindelu.martin@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:28:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Lucinda Martin 617 Sanns Ln Healdsburg, CA 95448
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rachel Govender <Rachel.Govender@sasol.com>

From: Rachel Govender <Rachel.Govender@sasol.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:29:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Rachel Govender P O box 1630, Sundowner Johannesburg, ot 02161
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

margarita clayton <claytonfm@cox.net>

From: margarita clayton <claytonfm@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:29:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Killing is EVIL, not conservation; it's impulsive entertainment, childish, irrational,
EVIL.More people visit to spectate wildlife & leave it intact & just take their love of life with them
& let the animals live in peace. Learning from compassionate & rational people is good. STOP
this trophy hunting NOW!!!!! Thank you, ms. margarita clayton 10392 mira vista drive santa ana,
CA 92705 714-838-4126
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

ann malyon <issues68958@mypacks.net>

From: ann malyon <issues68958@mypacks.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:29:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms ann malyon Seminole Ave 07436, NJ 07436
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Krista McKee <krista9k@gmail.com>

From: Krista McKee <krista9k@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:09:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Krista McKee 2984 MItton Dr San Jose, CA 95148 4086775923
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Daniel Goldberg <dano41d@comcast.net>

From: Daniel Goldberg <dano41d@comcast.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:08:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr Daniel Goldberg 2120 N Pacific Ave. Spc 27 Santa Cruz, CA 95060
8314260633
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

vanessa schempers <vanessaschempers@louismalherbe.co.za>

From: vanessa schempers <vanessaschempers@louismalherbe.co.za>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:26:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, vanessa schempers 160 klaradyn street riviera pretoria, ot 11111
0724318302

vanessa schempers <vanessaschempers@louismalherbe.co.za>

From: vanessa schempers <vanessaschempers@louismalherbe.co.za>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:28:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, vanessa schempers 160 klaradyn street riviera pretoria, ot 11111
0724318302
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Erika Weiss-Geissler <rattau@rattenzauber.de>

From: Erika Weiss-Geissler <rattau@rattenzauber.de>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:27:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Erika Weiss-Geissler Leipziger strasse, 11 11 Rehau, ot 95111
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Maria O Donnell <mrsamariaodonnell@eircom.net>

From: Maria O Donnell <mrsamariaodonnell@eircom.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:06:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, ms Maria O Donnell 49 Lombard Street south portland, ME 04106
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rachel Docherty <locozoe1@comcast.net>

From: Rachel Docherty <locozoe1@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:27:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Rachel Docherty Po Box 1613 Boyes Hot Springs, CA 95416
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Colleen Parker <collparker56@gmail.com>

From: Colleen Parker <collparker56@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:26:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Colleen Parker 4544 Island Ave NE Bainbridge Island, WA 98110
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Rosi u. Wolfgang Zang" <tierschutz@roprogmbh.de>

From: "Rosi u. Wolfgang Zang" <tierschutz@roprogmbh.de>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:26:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr and Mrs Rosi u. Wolfgang Zang Ruchelnheimstr. 9 Aschaffenburg, ot
63743



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

PETER TERESTIK <focolare7@gmail.com>

From: PETER TERESTIK <focolare7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:26:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, PETER TERESTIK pri zvonici 39 Bratislava slovakia, ot 821 04



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gaelen de Klerk <gaelen.deklerk@bowmanslaw.com>

From: Gaelen de Klerk <gaelen.deklerk@bowmanslaw.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:05:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Gaelen de Klerk 11 Alice Lane Sandton Sandown, CA 90210
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

sushma sachdev <sushmasachdev16@gmail.com>

From: sushma sachdev <sushmasachdev16@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:24:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. sushma sachdev D2,sector 52 gurgaon, ot 122002
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

terezia ildiko fogarasi <tereziafogarasi@gmail.com>

From: terezia ildiko fogarasi <tereziafogarasi@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:04:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, terezia ildiko fogarasi kossuth 128 biharkeresztes, ot 41109 0770352863



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Richard Hollifield <hollifield6@gmail.com>

From: Richard Hollifield <hollifield6@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:24:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, 1958 Richard Hollifield 1575 Stoney Bsttery Road Troutville, VA 24175
6054841970
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tara Cufaude <tcufaude@gmail.com>

From: Tara Cufaude <tcufaude@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:23:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Tara Cufaude PO Box 1777 Loomis, CA 95650 4156862159
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Oppose the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tonny Solaeman <tonnytse@hotmail.com>

From: Tonny Solaeman <tonnytse@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:23:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Oppose the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I oppose the formation of the International
Wildlife Conservation Council, and I look to you to do the same. The council would promote the
international travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting, which does not help at all
with the efforts of conservation. Sport hunting is a barbaric and dangerous practice that
threatens the survival of species. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this
council and instead to promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mr. Tonny Solaeman
6400 Christie Avenue Emeryville, CA 94608 415-298-0575
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Koos Van Der Vyver <koosv35@gmail.com>

From: Koos Van Der Vyver <koosv35@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:03:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Koos Van Der Vyver 26 van der Sterr rd Kempton Park, ot 1620
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

linda petrulias <acmwc@comcast.net>

From: linda petrulias <acmwc@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:22:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. linda petrulias 23 silvia drive Cazadero Sonoma County, CA 95421
7076325532
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Astrid Preisz <astrid.preisz@chello.at>

From: Astrid Preisz <astrid.preisz@chello.at>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:22:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Astrid Preisz Theodor-Körner-Strasse 165 Graz, ot 8010 0316687713



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sharon Spillare <sspillare@shesgonedoggin.com>

From: Sharon Spillare <sspillare@shesgonedoggin.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:22:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Sharon Spillare 3492 James Madison Hwy Haymarket, VA 20169
5715278078
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council!!!

janet Needler <Janneedler@gmail.com>

From: janet Needler <Janneedler@gmail.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:02:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council!!!

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. This creation that sounds like it supports Wildlife is useless and will do the opposite of
helping wildlife -Do not spend taxpayer money on this sham -- Thank you, Ms. janet Needler
617 Bayside Road Bellingham, WA 98225 3602201418
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Judith Borstein <juditgb@att.net>

From: Judith Borstein <juditgb@att.net>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:22:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs Judith Borstein 1729 Webster ave Los angeles, CA 90026 323/668-
0951
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Trophy Hunters

Deena Grady Berger <dgberger22@mindspring.com>

From: Deena Grady Berger <dgberger22@mindspring.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:17:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Trophy Hunters

Dear Mr. Winchell,
 
I am sincerely outraged and opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the
creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Trophy hunters do not need an even
more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. It doesn’t matter
how they try to spin it – saying it actually will end up saving elephants.  That is an absolute farce!
The Department should not be wasting MY taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with
advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly and cruel industry.  Please do the right
thing and help the situation, not make it worse.
 
Thank you for your time and attention to this matter.
 
Deena Grady Berger
(415) 686-8778
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

lorielb2003 <lorielb2003@yahoo.com>

From: lorielb2003 <lorielb2003@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:10:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. 

Disguised as a way to promote wildlife conservation, the council only will give trophy hunters an
even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. 

Using cruel and unjust hunting methods to land already threatened and endangered species is
no more conservation than dumping oil and sewage into a body of water.

The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising
the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you for your consideration.

Lorie Llorens

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Steve White <SWhite@angelogordon.com>

From: Steve White <SWhite@angelogordon.com>
Sent: Tue Nov 21 2017 00:09:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell:

I am writing to voice my opposition to the Department of the Interior’s announcement to create
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even
more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that
trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species, flowing
little revenue into conservation, on average, while promoting poaching and subverting popular
public opinion.  These animals are worth far more alive  as recurring revenue-generating assets
through tourism than dead as one-off hunting permits, and the data support this reality.  These
are, after all, Public natural resources, not the possessions of a select, greedy few.  The
Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the
Department on ways to promote this dying industry.

Thank you,

Steve White
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Opposed to the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Devin Kramer <devinkramer@hotmail.com>

From: Devin Kramer <devinkramer@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 23:33:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposed to the International Wildlife Conservation Council
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mauretia Holloway <mholloway29@gmail.com>

From: Mauretia Holloway <mholloway29@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:52:44 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Mauretia Holloway 2183 West 44th Ave Vancouver, BC V6M2G4
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marissa Carter <likelike2939@hotmail.com>

From: Marissa Carter <likelike2939@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:52:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Marissa Carter 575 Lafayette Lane Hoffman Estates, IL 60169 
3126320229
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

J Stufflebeam <jstufflebeam@gmail.com>

From: J Stufflebeam <jstufflebeam@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:42:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms J Stufflebeam 19178 S. Echo Dell Lane Oregon City, OR 97045
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

A Evans <anita.evjy@gmail.com>

From: A Evans <anita.evjy@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:55:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, "We had to destroy the village to save it." 
That classic defense during the Vietnam War is eerily similar to the thought that killing 
endangered animals helps "conserve" them. That is ludicrous. I am writing to state my 
opposition to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of 
taxpayer dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international 
travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting 
does not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the 
hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of 
wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I 
strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound 
conservation policies. Thank you, A Evans 101 Connecticut Ave NW Apt. 506 Washington, DC 
20003
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nancy Schultz <Ns21@att.net>

From: Nancy Schultz <Ns21@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:43:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Nancy Schultz 728 Derby Way Drive Wentzville, MO 63385 
3145914355
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Conservation Council

Jacqui Allen <jacqui2045@gmail.com>

From: Jacqui Allen <jacqui2045@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 22:21:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Conservation Council

Mr. Winchell, 
We are vehemently opposed to the establishment of a so-called International Wildlife 
Conservation Council.  Both you and we know it has nothing to do with conservation and 
everything to do with trophy hunting. The science is clear, trophy hunting undermines the 
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting 
taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this 
deadly industry serving the wealthy at the expense of our planet's already threatened wildlife. 
Think about what you are doing and come down on the side of mankind and animals. 
Thank you, 
Mike & Jacqui Allen
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Creation of IWCC

"wolfdreamer5@frontier.com" <wolfdreamer5@frontier.com>

From: "wolfdreamer5@frontier.com" <wolfdreamer5@frontier.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:42:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Creation of IWCC

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the 
table of government decision-making.

The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered 
species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising 
the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Cheryl K. Durst
Martinsburg, WV
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Wildlife Conservation Council?

Laurie Craig <scraiglwright@gmail.com>

From: Laurie Craig <scraiglwright@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:27:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Wildlife Conservation Council?

Dear Mr. Winchell, Please reconsider the Department of the Interior’s intention of the creation of 
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even 
more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that 
trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The 
Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the 
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Laurie Craig Erie, PA Sent from my iPad
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Zinke proposal

Cindy Weitzel <missinglink5@hotmail.com>

From: Cindy Weitzel <missinglink5@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:26:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Zinke proposal

I am a little confused by this, why does USFWS need advice from trophy hunters? This is a 
travesty of course and I am sure you can see right through this. This point in time does not need 
an expansion of trophy hunting. Most wild big game is endangered due to poachers, and further 
hunting will not improve their chances. We need bans on skins and ivory, etc. it is our only hope 
against poachers, not this nefarious proposal, a wolf in sheeps clothing. What we have come to 
expect in the Trump era. Please stand your ground for world wildlife. Thank you, C. Weitzel, 
Overton, NE
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

B Kunz <Bc.Kunz@hotmail.com>

From: B Kunz <Bc.Kunz@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:10:45 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, B Kunz 197 Mt Blakiston Rd W Lethbridge, AB T1K 6M3
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathleen Shepard <kashepard@cox.net>

From: Kathleen Shepard <kashepard@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:09:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Kathleen Shepard 2417 E. Taro Lane Phoenix, AZ 85050 602-569-9522
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Phyllis Elliott <pelliott@commontech.com>

From: Phyllis Elliott <pelliott@commontech.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:08:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Phyllis Elliott PO Box 54 Santa Monica, CA 90406 3103933682
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Ann Kuter <gem3@comcast.net>

From: Ann Kuter <gem3@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:08:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

I stand in opposition to this sham of a way to promote trophy hunting. This bogus, so called 
council has nothing to do with conservation and everything to do with giving the green light to 
selfish wealthy people who have no interest in preserving these endangered majestic species 
and are undermining and derailing any gains true conservationists have made in their efforts. 
What's more is that it is putting wildlife at risk by diverting funds away from where they are truly 
needed as well as wasting the taxpayers money. There is already more than enough 
information to realize that these animals are a dying species, being killed off every day by 
egotistical hunters. I implore you to make the right decision and disallow such a false pretense 
of a so called conservation council. Thank you.

Ann Kuter 



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Molly McGregor <molly.mcgregor09@gmail.com>

From: Molly McGregor <molly.mcgregor09@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:08:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Molly McGregor 6263 MCNEIL DR 2237 Austin, TX, TX 78729 
5126895277
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rosy Morales <rosymo1@cox.net>

From: Rosy Morales <rosymo1@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:07:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Rosy Morales 30148 Avenida Tranquila Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 
90275 4243044755



Conversation Contents
Opposition to the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anita Eylar <1snowwonder@gmail.com>

From: Anita Eylar <1snowwonder@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:07:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Opposition to the creation of the International Wildlife 
Conservation Council

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior's announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife 
Conservation Council. The council only serves to give trophy hunters an even more plush seat at the table of 
government decision-making. Trophy hunting is proven to undermine the conversation of threatened and endangered 
species. The math is simple to figure out that culling a herd of elephants that are endangered isn't saving them. Tax 
money should be better spent than promoting this deadly industry, but instead do what the council is portraying in their 
title, wildlife conservation. 

Thank you for your help in fighting the cruel trophy hunting industry and all you do for the animals to protect them for 
future generations to enjoy as wildlife like they were intended. 

Sincerely,

Anita Eylar
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

L Simon <lanasimon@shaw.ca>

From: L Simon <lanasimon@shaw.ca>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:06:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs L Simon 735-1641 Lonsdale North vancouver, BC V7M 2J5
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

susan REPP <susanrepp@comcast.net>

From: susan REPP <susanrepp@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:06:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, susan REPP 2347 Vintage Dr colorado springs,, CO 80920



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mary Herbert <ggmeh1954@gmail.com>

From: Mary Herbert <ggmeh1954@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:05:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Mary Herbert 842 Woodworth t Apt 1 Pittsburgh, PA 15221 412-513-
6783
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nobuko Sugamoto <sugamoto@live.com>

From: Nobuko Sugamoto <sugamoto@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:03:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Nobuko Sugamoto 111 s. Oak Knoll Ave., No. 206 Pasadena, CA 
91101
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Against Wildlife Conservation Council

Ruth Schwarz <fidelia26@gmail.com>

From: Ruth Schwarz <fidelia26@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:03:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Against Wildlife Conservation Council

Hello Mr. Winchell, Please do not establish a Wildlife Conservation Council. The Council will 
give trophy hunters an even greater voice in decision-making in the Department of Interior. 
Science clearly shows that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and 
endangered species. The Department should not waste taxpayer money to provide a Council 
tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Sincerely, Ruth 
Schwarz Eatontown, New Jersey
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elizabeth Ladiana <lizzard55@gmail.com>

From: Elizabeth Ladiana <lizzard55@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:02:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Elizabeth Ladiana 1220 Johnson Dr Spc 45 Ventura, CA 93003 
8055555555
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

William Santagata <w.santagata.ws@gmail.com>

From: William Santagata <w.santagata.ws@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:02:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, mr William Santagata 102 Hamilton St New Haven, CT 06511 (203) 996-
0523
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Suzanne Barker <gypsybiker40@hotmail.com>

From: Suzanne Barker <gypsybiker40@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:01:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Suzanne Barker 5615 Colorado Dr. SW Cedar Rapids, IA 52404 
3192981820
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Angela Orozco <angelag.orozco@gmail.com>

From: Angela Orozco <angelag.orozco@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 21:01:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Angela Orozco 14113 SE McGillivray Boulevard Vancouver, WA 98683 
4159997203
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jo Roach <joanne.roach@sky.com>

From: Jo Roach <joanne.roach@sky.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:59:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Miss Jo Roach 12 Eastleigh Court Wakefield, ot WF3 1PE 0790914672
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Michael Fine <fine16@msn.com>

From: Michael Fine <fine16@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:58:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Trophy hunting is akin to poaching. Those doing either should be locked away for a 
very long time! Thank you, Mr. Michael Fine 10118 Parkwood Drive Bethesda, MD 20814 
3014936815
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

carolyn massey <claudia1112003@outlook.com>

From: carolyn massey <claudia1112003@outlook.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:58:16 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Miss carolyn massey 632 1/2 north 6th quincy, IL 62301 2244334560
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kristin Konstanty <kkonstanty@hotmail.com>

From: Kristin Konstanty <kkonstanty@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:58:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Kristin Konstanty 2738 17th St Columbus, IN 47201
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Laura Konczal <Laurakonczal@verizon.net>

From: Laura Konczal <Laurakonczal@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:57:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Laura Konczal 22 First Ave Monroe twp, NJ 08831
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kaycee Young <Pixydust34@hotmail.com>

From: Kaycee Young <Pixydust34@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:56:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Kaycee Young 114 Sansome San Francisco, CA 94104



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Juliana Ley <juliana.ley@gmail.com>

From: Juliana Ley <juliana.ley@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:57:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Miss Juliana Ley 2153 Riverside Dr. Sault Sainte Marie, MI 49783
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joseph Hern <josephhernandez3000@icloud.com>

From: Joseph Hern <josephhernandez3000@icloud.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:57:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Joseph Hern 130 Humboldt St. 5G Brooklyn, VA 11206
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jan Gates <napajg@gmail.com>

From: Jan Gates <napajg@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:56:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Dr. Jan Gates 5040 Old Sonoma Rd. Napa, CA 94559 707-252-7523
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

T Chandler <tjchandler2@hotmail.com>

From: T Chandler <tjchandler2@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:55:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. T Chandler 12235 Center Court Dr. Dallas, TX 75243 4693722852
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Loraine Pretorius <lorainepretorius01@gmail.com>

From: Loraine Pretorius <lorainepretorius01@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:55:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Loraine Pretorius 112 Dassen Eiland Drive Yzerfontein, NY 12345



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

helene bank <laney576@gmail.com>

From: helene bank <laney576@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:54:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. helene bank 174 Putnam Ave # 1 Cambridge, MA 02139 617-576-
6649
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cheryl Hewitt <Chewitt2947@gmail.com>

From: Cheryl Hewitt <Chewitt2947@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:54:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Cheryl Hewitt 5002 Jeffries Lawrence, KS 66047



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Holly Crawford <hollycrawfordb@hotmail.com>

From: Holly Crawford <hollycrawfordb@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:53:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, ms Holly Crawford 4076 N Gayle St Orange, CA 92865 3522381397
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carolynne Thompson <Carolynne@rogers.com>

From: Carolynne Thompson <Carolynne@rogers.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:54:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Carolynne Thompson 50 Prince Arthur Avenue, suite 604 Toronto, ON 
M5R1B5 4169210707
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gina Stadtner <gstadtner@gmail.com>

From: Gina Stadtner <gstadtner@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:51:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Gina Stadtner 190 Mount Lassen Dr. San Rafael, CA 94903 
5124173315
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Against the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Phyllis Levinson <phyllis@phyllislevinson.com>

From: Phyllis Levinson <phyllis@phyllislevinson.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:50:37 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Against the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell:
 
It is shocking to me that the Department of the Interior, an agency that should be 
protecting threatened and endangered species, would create the misnamed International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. This council will give “trophy” hunters more say in 
government, which is terrible for wildlife. In 2017 we have the science that tells us that 
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species.
 
The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council that would 
serve to promote this cruel and deadly industry.
Sincerely,
Phyllis Levinson
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Eileen Easton <edeaston@xplornet.ca>

From: Eileen Easton <edeaston@xplornet.ca>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:49:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, IT IS 2017, ALMOST 2018, TIME FOR 
MOVING FORWARD AND PROTECTING ALL ANIMALS, NOT GOING BACK TO THE DARK 
AGES AND WANTONLY KILLING ANIMALS!! THIS COUNCIL THAT IS PROPOSED IS 
SHOCKING, IT IS ABSOLUTELY DISGUSTING THAT IT IS BEING CONSIDERED!! BOWING 
DOWN TO THESE HUNTING INDIVIDUALS WHO WANT TO DESTROY THESE 
WONDERFUL ANIMALS IS WRONG!!!! I STRONGLY OPPOSE THE FORMATION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL WILDLIFE CONSERVATION COUNCIL!!!!! PLEASE, I URGE YOU, 
RECONSIDER THIS DISASTROUS AND CRUEL CREATION!!!! I am writing to state my 
opposition to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of 
taxpayer dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international 
travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting 
does not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the 
hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of 
wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I 
strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound 
conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs. Eileen Easton R.R. # 2 Stn. Main Cochrane, AB T4C 
1A2 403-932-6731
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mary Derbick Johnson <maryderbick.johnson@gmail.com>

From: Mary Derbick Johnson <maryderbick.johnson@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:49:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Mary Derbick Johnson 7315 W. Fullerton Ave. 1 S Elmwood Park, IL 
60707
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Wildlife Conservation Council

Zohra Fahim <zohrafahim08@yahoo.com>

From: Zohra Fahim <zohrafahim08@yahoo.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:48:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Josh,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more 
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy 
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department 
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department 
on ways to promote this deadly industry.

ZohraFahim
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kathy Gynane <kmgynane@gmail.com>

From: Kathy Gynane <kmgynane@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:48:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Kathy Gynane 133 Lake St Peterborough, ON K9J 2H2
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kerry Burkhardt <musdydog69@hotmail.com>

From: Kerry Burkhardt <musdydog69@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:46:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Kerry Burkhardt 373 Knotty Pine Dr Lockport, NY 14094
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Comment

<sherahc@aol.com>

From: <sherahc@aol.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:47:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Comment

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the 
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the 
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer 
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Kayla Capper
12870 Treeranch Rd.
Ojai, CA 93023
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Midori Furutate <blueingreen000@gmail.com>

From: Midori Furutate <blueingreen000@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:46:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Midori Furutate 200 Bennett Ave. New York, NY 10040 6467083269
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mariam Shah-Rais <yatrika@shivaloka.com>

From: Mariam Shah-Rais <yatrika@shivaloka.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:45:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mariam Shah-Rais 812 Camino Real, #204 Redondo Beach, CA 90277



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sherri Fryer <bubblez62@comcast.net>

From: Sherri Fryer <bubblez62@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:45:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Sherri Fryer 910 Sage St Clymer, PA 15728
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gloria Carmody <glorier@comcast.net>

From: Gloria Carmody <glorier@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:45:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Gloria Carmody 22161 Redwood Road Castro Valley, CA 94546 
510586081
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sherrie Shown <saslace@hotmail.com>

From: Sherrie Shown <saslace@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:43:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs Sherrie Shown 2313 Creekwood Dr. Dothan, AL 36301 9125312269
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I Vehemently Oppose Trophy Hunting

Margaret Hodgkins <zookeeperm1@icloud.com>

From: Margaret Hodgkins <zookeeperm1@icloud.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:42:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: I Vehemently Oppose Trophy Hunting

 I oppose the proposed International Wildlife Conservation Council. Studies 

have repeated shown that trophy hunting does not aid in conservation. Over 

the last several decades, big game hunting has been the primary, in many 

cases only method of conservation, yet populations of wildlife continue to 

plummet.                                                         

Trophy hunting works the opposite of natural selection. Nature targets the 

weakest but hunters target the biggest and the strongest. Hunters want the 

lion with the biggest mane or tusk. Often, these animals - the oldest, wisest, 

strongest - play critical roles in their populations. They are the protectors, 

leaders and their removal puts their populations at risk. It might mean that 

other individuals start disobeying rules, wrecking havoc with livestock, or 

that another male lion might move in and kill the cubs of the hunted lion. As 

a result, the death of an individual animal due to hunting can and often does 

have a ripple effect.                                                                                                      

As we saw by the visceral reaction  to Cecil the Lion, trophy hunting is 

simply not morally acceptable to most Americans. Our society sees it as 

outdated, cruel and needless. Please do not expand this elitist and brutal 

pastime but instead acknowledge that most Americans are now gravitating 

to more non-consumptive activities such as wildlife watching, bird 

watching, hiking, kayaking and the like. 

Thank you,

Margaret Hodgkins

Denison, Texas
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Kim O'Connor" <savage1@shaw.ca>

From: "Kim O'Connor" <savage1@shaw.ca>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:42:07 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Kim O'Connor Mainwaring Rd N. Saanich, BC V8L1J8
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sylvia Fredricks <sylfredricks@gmail.com>

From: Sylvia Fredricks <sylfredricks@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:42:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Sylvia Fredricks 26347 Senator Avenue Harbor Pines, CA 90710
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"M. Andrew Whiteman" <andy@whiteman.us>

From: "M. Andrew Whiteman" <andy@whiteman.us>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:41:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. M. Andrew Whiteman 509 Sunrise Ave. Alamogordo, NM 88310
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Robin Blier <Rockinrobinv@hvc.rr.com>

From: Robin Blier <Rockinrobinv@hvc.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:41:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Robin Blier 1248 rt. 212 Saugerties, NY 12477
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alicia Addeo <usftampaamericanstudies2000@gmail.com>

From: Alicia Addeo <usftampaamericanstudies2000@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:40:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Alicia Addeo 970 85th Ave. N. #210 Saint Petersburg, FL 33702 
7275790548
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Angie McCaughey <am.mccaughey@gmail.com>

From: Angie McCaughey <am.mccaughey@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:40:49 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Angie McCaughey 806 S. Harding Oak Grove, MO 64075 816 529-
2738
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Laura Wild <laurajwild@gmail.com>

From: Laura Wild <laurajwild@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:40:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Laura Wild 1019 E De La Guerra Street #C Apt C Santa Barbara, CA 
93103 805-966-1637
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Linda Cody <linda.cody@comcast.net>

From: Linda Cody <linda.cody@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:39:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Linda Cody 139 Sherman Road Chestnut HIll, MA 02467 6173257453
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tuire Cechin <Tocechin@q.com>

From: Tuire Cechin <Tocechin@q.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:37:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I strongly oppose the misconception that 
trophy hunting is beneficial in any way to species survival. These magnificent animals are 
individuals with what we know as families. Killing any one animal for a useless trophy is a crime 
towards the species and humanity itself. Humans are causing a tragedy that is 
uncomprehendingly horrible. You cannot support that. It’s a single biggest reason why I don’t 
travel to Africa as a tourist and bring tourism related money there. If there weren’t poachers, 
trophy hunters and tribal wars, I would love to see some of African countries. I am writing to 
state my opposition to the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a 
waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the 
international travel of individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that 
sport hunting does not encourage conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent 
attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best 
interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as 
a whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to 
promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Mrs Tuire Cechin 26675 Dobney ave 
Glenwood, IA 51534
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Elizabeth Brock <ebrock1@gmu.edu>

From: Elizabeth Brock <ebrock1@gmu.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:37:56 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Elizabeth Brock 2325 Bryce Ln Davis, CA 95616
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Don't create a Council that supports trophy hunting!

Briana MacDougall <briana.macdougall@gmail.com>

From: Briana MacDougall <briana.macdougall@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:37:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Don't create a Council that supports trophy hunting!

Mr. Joshua Winchell-

I am writing to express that I am deeply opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement 
of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy 
hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is 
clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The 
Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the 
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

Thank you for your time and thoughtful consideration on this issue,

Briana MacDougall 
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kimberly Trost <raustalin@hotmail.com>

From: Kimberly Trost <raustalin@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:37:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Kimberly Trost 4140 W. Leighton Ave. Lincoln, NE 68524 4024993428  
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International Wildlife Conservation Council? NO!!

Kathy Coughlin <coughlin.kathy@gmail.com>

From: Kathy Coughlin <coughlin.kathy@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:37:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council? NO!!

Dear Mr. Winchell:
The public has just voiced its opposition to the proposed repeal of the ban on trophy hunting of 
elephants from Zimbabwe and Zambia, and to the relief of many Americans, President Trump 
listened and put the brakes on this move. But the creation of an "International Wildlife 
Conservation Council" is almost as objectionable, as its task is simply to sell the idea of trophy 
hunting to the public. Please don't allow taxpayer money to be used to promote the"sport" of 
killing endangered and threatened animals in order to hang them above a mantel!!

Thank you for your consideration.

Yours truly,
Kathy Coughlin
coughlin.kathy@gmail.com

mailto:coughlin.kathy@gmail.com
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Linda Alwardt <alwardtlinda@gmail.com>

From: Linda Alwardt <alwardtlinda@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:35:47 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Linda Alwardt 512 Fork Mesa Ct. Henderson, NV 89015
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Debbie Buckheim <kdgbuck@pacbell.net>

From: Debbie Buckheim <kdgbuck@pacbell.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:35:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Debbie Buckheim 5555 Valentina Ave Atascadero, CA 93422 
8054682000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Dudas <smdudas@icloud.com>

From: Susan Dudas <smdudas@icloud.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:35:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Susan Dudas 2125 Brighton Court Brookfield, WI 53045 2628210361
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Opposed to International Wildlife Conservation Council

Carol J Garrett <janeen.garrett@gmail.com>

From: Carol J Garrett <janeen.garrett@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:33:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Opposed to International Wildlife Conservation Council

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of 
the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy 
hunters an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. 
The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of 
threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting 
taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to 
promote this deadly industry.
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No council please

Keznord <jkeznord@aol.com>

From: Keznord <jkeznord@aol.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:34:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: No council please

Hello; 

I’m an avid scuba diver and see wildlife declining. In fact; the entire Scuba Sports Club of 
Westchester NY dislikes the trophy hunting as well. I’m also a registered and licensed gun 
owner who strongly opposed hunting for endangered species. I do not stand with any 
organization that considers doing these hunts.  

I am strongly opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more 
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy 
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department 
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department 
on ways to promote this deadly industry. We need Conservation not ending species on our 
planet. 

Thank you for reading my concerns. I hope you enjoy the holiday. 

Judy Dronzek 

914.525.0117

Jkeznord@aol.com

Deputy District Leader Volunteer, New York Congressional District - 16

The Humane Society of the United States

1255 23rd Street, NW, Suite 450
Washington, DC 20037
humanesociety.org
Join Our Email List    Facebook    Twitter    Blog

Macintosh 
HD:WORK:Branding:Log
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Stephanie Warden <Ssilverman@sandiego.edu>

From: Stephanie Warden <Ssilverman@sandiego.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:33:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Stephanie Warden 8150 Whitehead place La Mesa, CA 91942 
9499398908
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Amy Soeldner <raugies@att.net>

From: Amy Soeldner <raugies@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:31:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Amy Soeldner 171 Warren St SE Atlanta, GA 30317 404-217-1168
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I oppose a council promoting international trophy hunting for US citizens

Sarah Ross <lulu418@gmail.com>

From: Sarah Ross <lulu418@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:30:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: I oppose a council promoting international trophy hunting for US 
citizens

Trophy hunting is not ok. The majority of Americans are against trophy hunting of wild animals 
that are already seeing steep declines in their populations. Remember the outcry that followed 
the death of Cecil the lion? Americans do not think this is a morally acceptable practice. It is an 
outdated, cruel and needless practice. Please do not expand this elitist and brutal pastime but 
instead acknowledge that most Americans are now gravitating to more non-consumptive 
activities such as wildlife watching. We don’t need to kill these animals to have a good time! 

       Sarah Ross
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Int’l Wildlife Conservation Council

Karla Taylor <geminikc@aol.com>

From: Karla Taylor <geminikc@aol.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:29:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Int’l Wildlife Conservation Council

I’m writing on a very important issue regarding protecting our wildlife! I am strongly opposed to 
the Dept of Interior’s announcement of creating the International Wildlife Conservation Council!! 
This council will give the trophy hunters an even stronger voice to government decision making!! 
The science is clear! Trophy hunting undermines the conservation of these threatened and 
endangered species! And it’s also cruel to kill animals for trophies! Please do not, I’m asking 
you to not, be wasting taxpayers money to form a council tasked with advising the Department 
on wats to promote the killing of animals and thus deadly and cruel industry. Killing doesn’t 
mean conservation!!! Thank you! Sent from my iPhone Karla Taylor
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"D. Hadley" <reach_me@telus.net>

From: "D. Hadley" <reach_me@telus.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:28:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, D. Hadley 38 Hunters Cres. Okotoks, AB T1S 1K8



Conversation Contents
Please!! Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Gayle Janzen <cgjanzen@comcast.net>

From: Gayle Janzen <cgjanzen@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:28:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Please!! Stop the formation of the International Wildlife 
Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, The International Wildlife Conservation 
Council is nothing more than a council for the trophy hunting industry. The vast majority of 
Americans don’t hunt and prefer to see wild animals alive and thriving. I am extremely upset that 
my tax dollars will be establishing this pro-hunting council since it will be promoting the trophy 
hunting industry in foreign countries. These rich hunters care only about the thrill they get from 
killing a wild animal. Proponents claim that the money goes into the local communities but there 
is no proof of that so paying to kill them does nothing to protect endangered animals from going 
extinct. Do you really think the public buys your lame excue that killing animals somehow saves 
them? Please, give us a little more credit than that and don’t waste our tax dollars on this animal 
killing council. If the trophy hunting industry is helping animals so much, why are elephant, lion 
and giraffe numbers declining faster than they can reproduce?? With poaching running rampant, 
the last thing these animals need is for the US to promote their massacre by rich Americans 
who want to put their heads on their walls. Do you understand why people find this council so 
disgusting and unnecessary? The formation of the council is nothing more than a transparent 
attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best 
interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as 
a whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to 
promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Gayle Janzen 11232 Dayton Ave N Seattle, 
WA 98133 2063629278
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Margaret Moore <margside@verizon.net>

From: Margaret Moore <margside@verizon.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:27:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Margaret Moore 5340 Pooks Hill Rd Bethesda, MD 20814 (301) 564-3776
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I oppose creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Keila Yonker <kyonker2010@gmail.com>

From: Keila Yonker <kyonker2010@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:26:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: I oppose creation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Joshua Winchell,

As a voting US citizen, I'm appalled to learn about the Department of the Interior’s announcement 
of the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. 

I strongly oppose this council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat 
at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines 
the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting 
taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this 
deadly industry. 

Sincerely,
Keila Yonker
Kirkland, Washington
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Pati Tomsits <PatiTo12@att.net>

From: Pati Tomsits <PatiTo12@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:26:30 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Pati Tomsits 42 Lakepines Irvine, CA 92620 7145441343
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Eleanor Conwell <econwell1@comcast.net>

From: Eleanor Conwell <econwell1@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:26:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Eleanor Conwell 1209 Mountainview Drive Chesterbrook, PA 19087 
6102962223
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

adriana hamorova <ahamorova@gmail.com>

From: adriana hamorova <ahamorova@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:25:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, adriana hamorova 31 leigham vale london, ot sw16 2jh
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dawn Ritter <Bluredsea@msn.com>

From: Dawn Ritter <Bluredsea@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:24:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Dawn Ritter 4945 Magellan Dr Freeland, WA 98249
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Russell Novkov <rnovkov@gmail.com>

From: Russell Novkov <rnovkov@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:24:20 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. Russell Novkov 602 Sawyer Terrace 308 Madison, WI 53705 608-271-
8943
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Connie Ball <conniervb@kanab.net>

From: Connie Ball <conniervb@kanab.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:23:53 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, Foxes in the hen house, robber barons in 
the treasury, and other similarities come to mind when I think of what you really want to do with 
an international wildlife conservation counsel. It is wrong! I am writing to state my opposition to 
the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars 
to establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of 
individuals for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not 
encourage conservation. And, it is just for the ultra rich! The formation of the council is a 
transparent attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science 
or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the 
species as a whole. I strongly urge the Department of Interior not to form this council and 
instead to promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. Connie Ball 549 W Pipe 
Springs Dr Kanab, UT 84741 4356442829
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Bj Gerald <bjgalva@gmail.com>

From: Bj Gerald <bjgalva@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:23:35 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Bj Gerald 3301 Bateman Alva, FL 33920 2397286622



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rosemary Webster <webster-rm@msn.com>

From: Rosemary Webster <webster-rm@msn.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:23:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Rosemary Webster 5752 W. 128th Street Unit 202 Crestwood, IL 
60418 708-489-0170
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cheri Mezzapelle <cherimezzapelle@gmail.com>

From: Cheri Mezzapelle <cherimezzapelle@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:22:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Cheri Mezzapelle 1508 Arbutus Drive Walnut Creek, CA 94595 
9259353539
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Stop supporting Trophy Hunting

Tina Meredith <tinameredith@me.com>

From: Tina Meredith <tinameredith@me.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:21:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Stop supporting Trophy Hunting

Stop denying science - trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered 
species. Stop wasting tax payers money! We do not need International Wildlife Conservation Council. 

Tina Meredith
602.743.4747
tinameredith@me.com

mailto:tinameredith@me.com
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

David Fisher <davidfisher@comcast.net>

From: David Fisher <davidfisher@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:21:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, David Fisher 419 Grant Ave Pitman, NJ 08071 8565890000
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Irene Lopez <adolfolopez13@gmail.com>

From: Irene Lopez <adolfolopez13@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:21:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Irene Lopez 4986 Field St San Diego, CA 92110 8589228449
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kara Wilson <karacorinne@gmail.com>

From: Kara Wilson <karacorinne@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:20:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Kara Wilson 419 Brockman Lane Sonoma, CA 95476 5104492043
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Zara Ivanova <zara_s@abv.bg>

From: Zara Ivanova <zara_s@abv.bg>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:19:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Zara Ivanova Anchorage Anchorage, AK 99501
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Martha Gorak <Martha2503@gmail.com>

From: Martha Gorak <Martha2503@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:18:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Martha Gorak 22502 Downdale Cir Katy, TX 77450
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Louise Ruck <louiseruck@gmail.com>

From: Louise Ruck <louiseruck@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:18:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Louise Ruck 5475 Tamarus Street Las Vegas, NV 89119 7025972026  

Louise Ruck <louiseruck@gmail.com>

From: Louise Ruck <louiseruck@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:19:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Louise Ruck 5475 Tamarus Street Las Vegas, NV 89119 7025972026  
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Nelson Molina <Hippieteacher@hotmail.com>

From: Nelson Molina <Hippieteacher@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:18:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. Nelson Molina 8157 Cyclamen Way Buena Park, CA 90620
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Eve Lentz <eve8002@gmail.com>

From: Eve Lentz <eve8002@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:17:17 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Eve Lentz 2958 N Fairfield ave. 2 Chicago, IL 60618 3128744568
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kacie Mathison <kacie.mathison@gmail.com>

From: Kacie Mathison <kacie.mathison@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:16:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Joshua,

I am adamantly opposed to the Department of the Interior’s creation of the International Wildlife 
Conservation Council. Research has shown time and time again that trophy hunting does not promote 
wildlife conservation. To the contrary, it undermines the conservation of these threatened and 
endangered species.  Donald Trump recently described trophy hunting as a “horror show” and I couldn’t 
agree more.  The Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with 
advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry. Please do not move forward with 
forming this Council. It is clear, based on the recent outcry over the temporary lift on the elephant hunting 
ban in Zambia and Zimbabwe, that the general public does not support this initiative or the goals of 
this proposed Council.  

Thank you in advance for your voice and consideration on this important issue. 

Kacie Mathison
kacie.mathison@gmail.com

mailto:kacie.mathison@gmail.com
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Christine Gianas Weinheimer <cgweinheimer@gmail.com>

From: Christine Gianas Weinheimer <cgweinheimer@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:16:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell,

I am opposed to DOI's intention to create an "International Wildlife Conservation Council." The 
council will only serve to promote trophy hunting, and will not help with wildlife conservation at 
all. 

Why give trophy hunters even more influence on government decision-making? The science is 
clear that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. It 
is also not the economic goldmine that the trophy hunting lobby makes it out to be. Whether it's 
Africa or Alaska, there are many more people who want to travel to destinations to view, 
photograph, and enjoy wildlife than those who want to simply murder them and mount them on 
a wall. 

DOI should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a council tasked with advising the 
Department on ways to promote this cruel and wasteful industry.

Thank you for your time.

Christine Weinheimer
343 Buckhorn Trail
Bozeman, MT  59718
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Britt S." <brittks9@gmail.com>

From: "Britt S." <brittks9@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:16:00 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Hello,

I am writing today to tell you that I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of 
the creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an 
even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy 
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not 
be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote 
this deadly industry.

Thank you for your time and attention to this important matter.

Without Gratitude,
Britton Slagle
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Aileen Taylor <aileent575@gmail.com>

From: Aileen Taylor <aileent575@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:15:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Aileen Taylor 13408 E 22nd Ave Spokane Valley, WA 99216 
15098389766
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Christine Puliselic <cpuliselic@gmail.com>

From: Christine Puliselic <cpuliselic@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:15:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Christine Puliselic 4980 Hunt Club Road Apt. K Winston Salem, NC 
27104 3364088062
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Katy Sutherland <Katycsutherland@gmail.com>

From: Katy Sutherland <Katycsutherland@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:14:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Katy Sutherland 500 Railway Avenue #309 Campbell, CA 95008 
18313348830
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tessa Boury <tessaboury4@gmail.com>

From: Tessa Boury <tessaboury4@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:13:39 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Joshua,

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give wealthy trophy hunters an even more prominent seat 
at the table of government decision-making. The science, and frankly, math, is clear that trophy hunting 
undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be 
wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote such 
an unnecessary industry.

If you’d like to discuss this further, please do not hesitate to contact me. Thank you for your 
consideration.

With best wishes,

Tessa Boury
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Roberta Bech <pugcrazy1224@gmail.com>

From: Roberta Bech <pugcrazy1224@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:12:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Roberta Bech Bear Lane Bend, OR 97707 541-593-6853
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kelli Zusho <kelliz@gmail.com>

From: Kelli Zusho <kelliz@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:12:04 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Kelli Zusho 14Sweetwater Irvine, CA 92603
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Mary <maryrpierce@hotmail.com>

From: Mary <maryrpierce@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:09:33 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Int'l Wildlife Conservation Council

Mr. Winchell, 

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International 
Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more prominent seat at the 
table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy hunting undermines the 
conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department should not be wasting taxpayer 
money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.

 
Thank you for your consideration. 

Best,
Mary Pierce
Pacific Palisades, Ca 90272
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Christian Moore <christiandmoore@gmail.com>

From: Christian Moore <christiandmoore@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:10:03 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr Christian Moore 1135 NW Everett St APT 618 Portland, OR 97209 
4153104984
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Betty Croak <bettycroak545@gmail.com>

From: Betty Croak <bettycroak545@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:09:43 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Betty Croak 254 Shirley Drive Harleysville, PA 19438 2155936848
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Frederick Weinstein <polaris564@hotmail.com>

From: Frederick Weinstein <polaris564@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:08:57 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. Frederick Weinstein 551 Elmwood Ave. Evanston, IL 60202 
7735054321
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Leslie - please Cassidy <leslie_cassidy@hotmail.com>

From: Leslie - please Cassidy <leslie_cassidy@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:08:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Leslie - please Cassidy 534 E 83RD ST Apartment 2B New York, NY 
10028 2127342534
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Susan Brown <1147mollybrown@gmail.com>

From: Susan Brown <1147mollybrown@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:08:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Susan Brown 66063 Cambridge Rd N Pinellas Park, FL 33782 
7272002582
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Jake Biglow <jake2011@telus.net>

From: Jake Biglow <jake2011@telus.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:08:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, mr Jake Biglow 1198 146 Street Edmonton, AB T5N 2Y6 780-686-9999
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Marcia Knox <kraknup@cox.net>

From: Marcia Knox <kraknup@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:08:14 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Marcia Knox 2708 Aspen Way Manhattan, KS 66503
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Caitlin Burke <xd0llxparts@gmail.com>

From: Caitlin Burke <xd0llxparts@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:07:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Miss Caitlin Burke 110 Hudson Ave Ridgefield Park, NJ 07660
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alokananda Ghosh <aghosh@alum.mit.edu>

From: Alokananda Ghosh <aghosh@alum.mit.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:06:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Alokananda Ghosh 1885 El Paseo St #33108 Houston, TX 77054
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

jennifer bird <writerhino@me.com>

From: jennifer bird <writerhino@me.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:06:38 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. jennifer bird 9000 crow canyon rd danville, CA 94506
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

amanda williams <mandywilliams814@gmail.com>

From: amanda williams <mandywilliams814@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:05:46 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, miss amanda williams 50a meddon street bideford, ot ex392eq
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mary-Ann Holm <mjholm@shaw.ca>

From: Mary-Ann Holm <mjholm@shaw.ca>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:05:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Mary-Ann Holm 9511 208 St NW Edmonton, AB T5T 4C3 7804846704
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Myriam Alaux <bipmago@gmail.com>

From: Myriam Alaux <bipmago@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:04:55 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Myriam Alaux 1921 NW Hoyt St Portland, OR 97209



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

George Williams <n.g.wms@comcast.net>

From: George Williams <n.g.wms@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:04:51 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. George Williams 4520 Lakewood Road McHenry, IL 60050 
8153857598



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lois Buenau <loisbill@bellsouth.net>

From: Lois Buenau <loisbill@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:04:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Lois Buenau 327 Marietta Road Mooresville, NC 28117 7045280547
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

angela flanagan <angelaflanagan0@gmail.com>

From: angela flanagan <angelaflanagan0@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:02:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, angela flanagan oldchurch park dublin, VA 22dublin 0838101116



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Lenee McCandless <lem0180@gmail.com>

From: Lenee McCandless <lem0180@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:02:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Lenee McCandless 3406 N Main St Sandy Lake, PA 16145 7249922661



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

"Keiko M." <anoodlehead@gmail.com>

From: "Keiko M." <anoodlehead@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:00:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Miss Keiko M. 9 Mayfair Drive San Francisco, CA 94118 4152166403
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Trophy Hunting

Marla Sugarman <marlasugarman@icloud.com>

From: Marla Sugarman <marlasugarman@icloud.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:00:28 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Trophy Hunting

Dear Mr. Winchell: I am totally opposed to the disgusting practice of so-called trophy hunting. 
Please do not allow the ban to be overturned that will increase the poaching of endangered 
elephants, tigers, rhinos and other animals worldwide. This proposal clearly is a gift to Donald., 
Jr. and a Eric Trump, Safari Club International and the NRA. The money paid for permits 
allowing these defenseless animals to be murdered in Africa, disappears into the coffers of 
corrupted officials and guides, and does not help local people live better lives! Sent from my 
iPhone
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rob Fleming <holiday@execulink.com>

From: Rob Fleming <holiday@execulink.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:00:25 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr. Rob Fleming 59 Banbury Road Brantford, ON N3P 1E1
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

JIM WARZ <JOLLY@flash.met>

From: JIM WARZ <JOLLY@flash.met>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:00:24 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, Mankind is king of beasts, his brutality 
exceeds theirs. If you regard animals as meaningless, you’re a amoral Stone Age barbarian, not 
fit for …. Do not hurt animals, we’ve hurt them enough; save their lives and preserve their 
habitats. Would you condone yourself to be killed for a trophy by superior aliens like you 
condone killing our animals?  I am writing to state my opposition to the formation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to establish this 
council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals for the 
purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Dr. JIM WARZ 402 MAIN ALPHA, MI 49902 906-875-6777
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Veronica Belsuzarri <vbelsuzarri@earthlink.net>

From: Veronica Belsuzarri <vbelsuzarri@earthlink.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:00:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Veronica Belsuzarri 5626 N. Sacramento Ave. Chicago, IL 60659 
7732975924
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anja Peterson <anjapeterson@gmail.com>

From: Anja Peterson <anjapeterson@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 20:00:15 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Anja Peterson 917 darwin Ave Victoria, BC V8X 2X8
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

E Kanner <aigegk@altinv.com>

From: E Kanner <aigegk@altinv.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:57:40 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, E Kanner East Starrs Plain Road Danbury, CT 06810
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diane Marcotte <didee1000@hotmail.com>

From: Diane Marcotte <didee1000@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:56:42 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Diane Marcotte 156 River Oakville, ON l6h5n7
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The International Wildlife Conservation Council

Caroline Bonfield <ceb268@georgetown.edu>

From: Caroline Bonfield <ceb268@georgetown.edu>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:55:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: The International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell,

I am writing to you tonight to express my opposition against the Department of the Interior's 
creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. Contrary to true conservation efforts, 
this council is a ruse to give trophy hunters more power in government decision making. Trophy 
hunting undermines conservation efforts, not promotes them, and the science behind it is clear. 
These threatened and endangered species should not be mounted in the houses of wealthy 
trophy hunters, as they will be if this continues, but should be protected in their natural habitat 
from these sadistic predators. Finally, my taxpayer money should not be wasted on a council 
like this that only promotes this horrible industry, but should be put to true conservation or other 
socially helpful means. 

Respectfully, 
Caroline Bonfield
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cathy Reynolds <cathyreynolds@juno.com>

From: Cathy Reynolds <cathyreynolds@juno.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:55:23 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Cathy Reynolds RR 2 Box 48D Walters, OK 73572
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Comment on IWCC

David Nemirow <nemirowd@gmail.com>

From: David Nemirow <nemirowd@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:54:54 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Comment on IWCC

I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more 
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy 
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department 
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department 
on ways to promote this deadly industry. Sent from my iPhone
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dawn Clayton <danddc.1@att.net>

From: Dawn Clayton <danddc.1@att.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:54:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Dawn Clayton 3690 Vira Rd. Stow, OH 44224 330-622-4827
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Thank you

Janine Brunetti <janinemoh@gmail.com>

From: Janine Brunetti <janinemoh@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:53:36 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Thank you

Thank you for your help in fighting the cruel and unsustainable trophy industry! And thank you 
for all you do for animals. I am opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the 
creation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters 
an even more prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear 
that trophy hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The 
Department should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the 
Department on ways to promote this deadly industry.
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Danielle Boulais <dboulais@hotmail.com>

From: Danielle Boulais <dboulais@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:53:34 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Danielle Boulais 69 de la Picardie Blainville, QC J7C 0B9



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Doris Potter <dorispotter99@gmail.com>

From: Doris Potter <dorispotter99@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:53:12 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms. Doris Potter 990 St-François-Xavier Apt. 605 St-Laurent, QC H4L 5E7
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Barbara Lucier <blucier41327@comcast.net>

From: Barbara Lucier <blucier41327@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:53:09 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Barbara Lucier 310 Willoughby lake rd Barton, VT 05822
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Rachel Kilgore <Rachelkilgore92@gmail.com>

From: Rachel Kilgore <Rachelkilgore92@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:52:32 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Rachel Kilgore 302 e Fulton st Apt a Columbus, PA 43215
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sylvana Jennrich <S.Jennrich1973@gmail.com>

From: Sylvana Jennrich <S.Jennrich1973@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:51:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Frau Sylvana Jennrich Wakendorfer Weg 14 Langenhorn, ot 22417
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Trophy Hunting

Lisa Jablow <lnjablow@comcast.net>

From: Lisa Jablow <lnjablow@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:50:58 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: Trophy Hunting

 
The announcement by the Department of the Interior regarding the creation of the International Wildlife 
Conservation Council takes things in the wrong direction.  Giving trophy hunters a  voice in 
government decision-making is simply letting the wolf into the hen-house.  The argument that trophy 
hunting helps protect endangered species is not only tired, it is patently ridiculous and self-serving. 
 This Council is nothing more than a front to promote trophy hunting and a very transparent attempt to 
legitimize a selfish and brutal industry that caters to the basest human behaviors and those that have 
the money to indulge themselves.

Dr. Lisa Jablow
Brattleboro, VT
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Judith Savard <Tackes62@gmail.com>

From: Judith Savard <Tackes62@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:49:50 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Ms Judith Savard 5138 spruce st Laona, WI 54541 7156747711
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

Aedria Miller <aedria@rochester.rr.com>

From: Aedria Miller <aedria@rochester.rr.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:49:01 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Mr. Winchell,

I am fervently opposed to the Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council. The council will give trophy hunters an even more 
prominent seat at the table of government decision-making. The science is clear that trophy 
hunting undermines the conservation of threatened and endangered species. The Department 
should not be wasting taxpayer money to form a Council tasked with advising the Department 
on ways to promote this deadly industry.
Thank you for taking the time to consider public opinion.
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Anthony Place <tony.place1@gmail.com>

From: Anthony Place <tony.place1@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:48:22 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage 
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to 
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting 
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the 
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation 
policies. Thank you, Mr Anthony Place Unit 8 Number 10. Doreen St. Oaklands Park. South 
Australia, ot 5046
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International Wildlife Conservation Council

JerriLyn Miller <jujem@juno.com>

From: JerriLyn Miller <jujem@juno.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:47:41 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>
Subject: International Wildlife Conservation Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the 
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to 
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals 
for the purposes of trophy hunting. THIS WOULD NOT BE ACCEPTABLE! The formation of the 
council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not 
based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting threatens both the individual animal 
that is killed and the species as a whole. Department of Interior not to form this council and 
instead to promote sound conservation policies. Thank you, Ms. JerriLyn Miller 12518 Martha St 
Valley Village, CA 991607
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Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the International Wildlife 
Conservation Council

Siobhan Gilchrist <siohome@hotmail.com>

From: Siobhan Gilchrist <siohome@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:46:29 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: "Joshua_winchell@fws.gov" <Joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Department of the Interior’s announcement of the creation of the 
International Wildlife Conservation Council
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Kevin Gray <kevin-mediate@live.com>

From: Kevin Gray <kevin-mediate@live.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:22:10 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Kevin Gray 18035 N Conquistador Dr Sun City West, AZ 85375 562 428
3271
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Tessa Boury <Tessaboury4@gmail.com>

From: Tessa Boury <Tessaboury4@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:22:11 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Tessa Boury 2008 90th Ave Baldwin, WI 54002
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cindy Lynch <cindylynch7@gmail.com>

From: Cindy Lynch <cindylynch7@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:20:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mrs. Cindy Lynch 27 Robin Hood Rd suffern, NY 10901 8455961559

Michael Lynch <cindylynch7@gmail.com>

From: Michael Lynch <cindylynch7@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:20:27 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Michael Lynch 27 robin hd road suffern, NY 10901 8455677765

Amanda Lynch <cindylynch7@gmail.com>

From: Amanda Lynch <cindylynch7@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:21:01 GMT-0700 (MST)



To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms. Amanda Lynch 27 Robin Hood Road Suffern, NY 10901 8455961559

Logan Lynch <cindylynch7@gmail.com>

From: Logan Lynch <cindylynch7@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:21:21 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Logan Lynch 27 Robin Hood Road Montebello, NY 10901 8455961559

Daniel Lynch <cindylynch7@gmail.com>

From: Daniel Lynch <cindylynch7@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:21:52 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr. Daniel Lynch 27 robin hd road suffern, NY 10901 8455677765
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Diane Sullivan <dianealida@mac.com>

From: Diane Sullivan <dianealida@mac.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:21:31 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Diane Sullivan 1231 sw Kalama Oak Harbor, WA 98277



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Holland VanDieren <oh.holland@gmail.com>

From: Holland VanDieren <oh.holland@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:21:19 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I strongly oppose formation of the
International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to promote
international travel of individuals to go trophy hunting. Hunting threatens both the individual
animal that is killed and the species as a whole. The formation of the council is a transparent
attempt by the hunting industry to push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best
interests of wildlife. I urge the Department of Interior not to form this council. Thank you, Ms
Holland VanDieren 955 Jane Pl Pasadena, CA 91105 6267555505
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Alice Savage <savagealice2@gmail.com>

From: Alice Savage <savagealice2@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:21:06 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, 1964 Alice Savage 17975 Caminito Pinero Unit 293 San Diego, CA 92128
8584728890
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Cynthia Jones <ccm2611@hotmail.com>

From: Cynthia Jones <ccm2611@hotmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:20:05 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Cynthia Jones 1718 Windmill Lane mesquite, TX 75149 9725718880
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

James Williams <jamesdwilliams1230@gmail.com>

From: James Williams <jamesdwilliams1230@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:19:02 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Mr James Williams 3710fm 972 Georgetown, TX 78626 5129668653
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Andrea Kotula <Andreawk@cox.net>

From: Andrea Kotula <Andreawk@cox.net>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:19:26 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr. Andrea Kotula 15 Dixon Peace Dale, RI 02879 401-789-8260



Conversation Contents
Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Sarah Sherman <macbeanurz@gmail.com>

From: Sarah Sherman <macbeanurz@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:19:18 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Dr Sarah Sherman 2765 Hillside Ave Honolulu, HI 96822
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Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council

Marlene Smith <mdogpower@gmail.com>

From: Marlene Smith <mdogpower@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon Nov 20 2017 19:17:59 GMT-0700 (MST)
To: <joshua_winchell@fws.gov>

Subject: Stop the formation of the International Wildlife Conservation
Council

Dear Mr. Winchell and the Department of the Interior, I am writing to state my opposition to the
formation of the International Wildlife Conservation Council. It is a waste of taxpayer dollars to
establish this council and spend time and money promoting the international travel of individuals
for the purposes of trophy hunting. It has been proven that sport hunting does not encourage
conservation. The formation of the council is a transparent attempt by the hunting industry to
push their own agenda, one not based in science or the best interests of wildlife. Hunting
threatens both the individual animal that is killed and the species as a whole. I strongly urge the
Department of Interior not to form this council and instead to promote sound conservation
policies. Thank you, Ms Marlene Smith 510 S. Cortez St. New Orleans, LA 70119 (504) 484-
3111




